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April  1999 

Dear  Fellow  Rhode  Islanders: 

During  the  last  few  years  there  has  been  a noticeable  shift  in  activity  on  the  state’s 
educational  landscape.  Schools  and  school  districts  are  focusing  on  student  results  in 
the  context  of  state  expectations  of  performance,  they  are  using  a wealth  of  data  to 
plan  for  progress,  and  conversations  about  improving  schools  are  increasingly  well 
informed.  This  focus  has  been  deliberate,  and  it  is  in  the  spirit  of  nourishing  the 
dialogue  that  we  present  the  second  edition  of  Information  Works!  Measuring  Rhode 
Island  Schools  for  Change. 

Information  Works!  spotlights  state  priorities.  We  do  this  to  provide  schools  and  their 
communities  with  guideposts  as  they  map  out  their  plans  for  school  improvement. 

For  example,  like  last  year’s  document,  the  1999  report  shares  results  from  the  state 
assessments,  or  tests,  with  a particular  emphasis  on  literacy  and  numeracy.  We  share 
these  results  in  the  context  of  the  school,  by  illustrating  the  characteristics  of  a stu- 
dent population,  indicators  of  a school’s  climate,  such  as  graduation  and  suspension 
rates,  and  in  light  of  a district’s  financial  resources.  This  year  we  also  report  select 
information  from  the  SALT  surveys  that  students,  teachers,  parents  and  administra- 
tors took  for  the  first  time  in  spring  1998,  as  well  as  school  targets  for  improvement. 
Each  graphic  summary  paints  a unique  picture  of  each  public  school  and  school 
district  in  Rhode  Island. 

We  share  all  of  this  data  as  part  of  a much  larger  strategy  aimed  at  building  an  edu- 
cation system  that  is  focused  on  and  accountable  for  student  learning.  Achieving  this 
goal  requires  that  schools  and  their  communities,  as  well  as  policy  makers  at  all  lev- 
els, use  the  information  to  understand  a school,  to  assess  its  strengths  and  challenges, 
and  to  guide  decisions  for  improvement.  We  have  broad  policy  agreement  on  this 
agenda;  it  began  as  a national  call,  and  has  become  real  in  our  state  through  the 
combined  leadership  of  the  General  Assembly,  the  Governor,  the  Board  of  Regents, 
and  with  the  full  partnership  of  the  state’s  education  community. 

I extend  gratitude  to  the  many  hands  that  joined  to  create  this  tool.  This  document, 
both  its  contents  and  its  actual  production,  would  not  be  possible  were  it  not  for 
the  fortuitous  partnership  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education  and  the 
University  of  Rhode  Island’s  National  Center  on  Public  Education  have  forged. 
Furthermore,  every  element  of  data  in  this  book  relies  on  the  cooperation,  good 
will  and  commitment  of  people  in  schools  throughout  the  state. 


Sincerely, 


Peter  Me  Walters 
Commissioner 

Rhode  Island  Department  of  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
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II.  State  Reports 

III.  School  and  District  Reports 

Arranged  Alphabetically 


1.00  Barrington  District 

1.01  Barrington  High  School 

1.02  Barrington  Middle  School 

1.03  Hampden  Meadows  School 

1.04  Nayatt  School 

1.05  Primrose  Hill  School 

1.06  Sowams  Elementary  School 

2.00  Bristol  Warren  District 

2.01  Byfield  School 

2.02  Child  Street  School 

2.03  '‘Colt- Andrews  School 

2.04  Guiteras  School 

2.05  Hugh  Cole  School 

2.06  Kickemuit  Middle  School 

2.07  Main  Street  School 

2.08  Mt.  Hope  High  School 

2.09  Oliver  School 

2.10  Reynolds  School 

2.11  Rockwell  School 

2.12  Walley  School 

3.00  Burrillville  District 

3.01  Austin  T.  Levy  School 

3.02  Burrillville  High  School 

3.03  Burrillville  Middle  School 

3.04  Steere  Farm  Elementary  School 

3.05  William  L.  Callahan  School 

4.00  Central  Falls  District 

4.01  Alan  Shawn  Feinstein  School 

4.02  Capt.  G.  Harold  Hunt  School 

4.03  Central  Falls  Jr  - Sr  High  School 

4.04  Dr.  Earl  F.  Calcutt  Middle  School 

4.05  Ella  Risk  School 

4.06  Margaret  I.  Robertson  School 

4.07  Veterans  Memorial  Elementary 

5.00  Chariho  District 

5.01  Ashaway  Elementary  School 

5.02  Chariho  Regional  High  School 

5.03  Chariho  Regional  Middle  School 

5.04  Charlestown  Elementary  School 

5.05  Hope  Valley  Elementary  School 

5.06  Richmond  Elementary  School 
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6.00  Coventry  District 

6.01  Blackrock  School 

6.02  Coventry  High  School 

6.03  Coventry  Middle  School 

6.04  Hopkins  Hill  School 

6.05  Oak  Haven  School 

6.06  Tiogue  School 

6.07  Washington  Oak  School 

6.08  Western  Coventry  School 

7.00  Cranston  District 

7.01  Arlington  School 

7.02  Chester  W.  Barrows  School 

7.03  Cranston  High  School  East 

7.04  Cranston  High  School  West 

7.05  Daniel  D.  Waterman  School 

7.06  Eden  Park  School 

7.07  Edgewood  Highland  School 

7.08  Edward  S.  Rhodes  School 

7.09  Garden  City  School 

7.10  George  J.  Peters  School 

7.11  Gladstone  Street  School 

7.12  Glen  Hills  School 

7.13  Hope  Highlands  Elementary  School 

7.14  Hugh  B.  Bain  Middle  School 

7.15  John  W.  Horton  School 

7.16  Norwood  Avenue  School 

7.17  Oak  Lawn  School 

7.18  Park  View  Middle  School 

7.19  Stadium  School 

7.20  Stone  Hill  School 

7.21  Western  Hills  Middle  School 

7.22  William  R.  Dutemple  School 

7.23  Woodridge  School 

8.00  Cumberland  District 

8.01  Ashton  School 

8.02  B.F.  Norton  Elementary  School 

8.03  Community  School 

8.04  Cumberland  High  School 

8.05  Cumberland  Hill  School 

8.06  Cumberland  Hill  Annex 

8.07  Cumberland  Middle  School 

8.08  Garvin  Memorial  School 

8.09  North  Cumberland  Middle  School 

9.00  East  Greenwich  District 

9.01  Archie  R.  Cole  Junior  High  School 

9.02  East  Greenwich  High  School 

9.03  Frenchtown  School 

9.04  George  Hanaford  School 

9.05  James  H.  Eldredge  Elementary  School 

9.06  Meadowbrook  Farms  School 


10.00  East  Providence  District 

10.01  Agnes  B.  Hennessey  School 

10.02  Alice  M.  Waddington  School 

10.03  East  Providence  High  School 

10.04  Edward  R.  Martin  Junior  High 
School 

10.05  Emma  G.  Whiteknact  School 

10.06  Grove  Avenue  School 

10.07  James  R.  D.  Oldham  School 

10.08  Kent  Heights  School 

10.09  Meadowcrest  School 

10.10  Myron  J.  Francis  Elementary  School 

10.11  Orlo  Avenue  School 

10.12  Riverside  Junior  High  School 

10.13  Silver  Spring  School 

10.14  Thompson  School 

10.15  W.  R.  Watters  School 

11.00  Exeter- West  Greenwich 
District 

11.01  Exeter- West  Greenwich  Regional 
High  School 

11.02  Exeter- West  Greenwich  Regional 
Junior  High 

11.03  Metcalf  School 

11.04  Mildred  E.  Lineham  School 

11.05  Wawaloam  School 

12.00  Foster  District 

12.01  Captain  Isaac  Paine  School 

13.00  Foster-Glocester  District 

13.01  Ponaganset  High  School 

13.02  Ponaganset  Middle  School 

14.00  Glocester  District 

14.01  Fogarty  Memorial  School 

14.02  West  Glocester  Elementary 

15.00  Jamestown  District 

15.01  Jamestown  School-Lawn 

15.02  Jamestown  School-Melrose 

16.00  Johnston  District 

16.01  Brown  Avenue  School 

16.02  George  C.  Calef  School 

16.03  Graniteville  School 

16.04  Johnston  Senior  High  School 

16.05  Nicholas  A.  Ferri  Middle  School 

16.06  Sarah  Dyer  Barnes  School 

16.07  Thornton  School 

16.08  Winsor  Hill  School 
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17.00  Lincoln  District 

17.01  Fairlawn  Elementary 

17.02  Lincoln  Central  Elementary  School 

17.03  Lincoln  Middle  School 

17.04  Lincoln  Senior  High  School 

17.05  Lonsdale  Elementary  School 

17.06  Northern  Lincoln  Elementary  School 

17.07  Saylesville  Elementary  School 

18.00  Little  Compton  District 

18.01  Wilbur  8c  McMahon  Schools 

19.00  Middletown  District 

19.01  Aquidneck  School 

19.02  Forest  Avenue  School 

19.03  John  F.  Kennedy  School 

19.04  Joseph  H.  Gaudet  School 

19.05  Linden  School 

19.06  Middletown  High  School 

20.00  Narragansett  District 

20.01  Narragansett  Elementary  School 

20.02  Narragansett  High  School 

20.03  Narragansett  Pier  School 

21.00  Newport  District 

21.01  Carey  School 

21.02  Coggeshall  School 

21.03  Cranston  - Calvert  School 

21.04  Dr.  M.  H.  Sullivan  School 

21.05  Frank  E.  Thompson  Middle  School 

21.06  George  H.  Triplett  School 

21.07  Rogers  High  School 

21.08  Sheffield  School 

21.09  William  J.  Underwood  School 

22.00  New  Shoreham  District 

22.01  Block  Island  School 

23.00  North  Kingstown  District 

23.01  Davisville  Elementary  School 

23.02  Davisville  Middle  School 

23.03  Fishing  Cove  School 

23.04  Forest  Park  School 

23.05  Hamilton  Elementary  School 

23.06  North  Kingstown  Senior  High  School 

23.07  Quidnessett  Elementary  School 

23.08  Stony  Lane  School 

23.09  Wickford  Elementary  School 

23.10  Wickford  Middle  School 


24.00  North  Providence  District 

24.01  Birch  wood  School 

24.02  Centredale  School 

24.03  Dr.  Edward  A.  Ricci  School 

24.04  Dr.  Joseph  A.  Whelan 
Elementary  School 

24.05  Greystone  School 

24.06  James  L.  McGuire  School 

24.07  Marieville  Elementary  School 

24.08  North  Providence  High  School 

24.09  Stephen  Olney  School 

25.00  North  Smithfield  District 

25.01  Dr.  Harry  L.  Halliwell  Memorial 
School 

25.02  North  Smithfield  Elementary  School 

25.03  North  Smithfield  Jr  - Sr  High  School 

26.00  Pawtucket  District 

26.01  Agnes  E.  Little  School 

26.02  Curvin-McCabe  School 

26.03  Elizabeth  Baldwin  School 

26.04  Fallon  Memorial  School 

26.05  Flora  S.  Curtis  Memorial  School 

26.06  Francis  J.  Varieur  School 

26.07  Goff  Junior  High  School 

26.08  Henry  J.  Winters  School 

26.09  Joseph  Jenks  Junior  High  School 

26.10  M.  Virginia  Cunningham  School 

26.11  Nathanael  Greene  School 

26.12  Potter-Burns  School 

26.13  Samuel  Slater  Junior  High  School 

26.14  Shea  Senior  High  School 

26.15  William  E.  Tolman  Senior  High 
School 

27.00  Portsmouth  District 

27.01  Elmhurst  School 

27.02  Howard  Hathaway  School 

27.03  Melville  Elementary  School 

27.04  Portsmouth  High  School 

27.05  Portsmouth  Middle  School 

27.06  Prudence  Island  School 


28.00  Providence  District 

28.01  Alfred  Lima,  Sr.  Elementary  School 

28.02  Alternate  Learning  Project 

28.03  Asa  Messer  School 

28.04  Asa  Messer  Annex 

28.05  Birch  Vocational  Center 

28.06  Camden  Avenue  School 

28.07  Carl  G.  Lauro  Memorial  School 

28.08  Central  High  School 

28.09  Charles  Fortes  Elementary  School 

28.10  Classical  High  School 

28.11  Dr.  Martin  Luther  King,  Jr.  School 

28.12  Esek  Hopkins  Middle  School 

28.13  Edmund  W.  Flynn  School 

28.14  Flynn  Annex 

28.15  Flynn  Annex  II 

28.16  Feinstein  High  School 

28.17  Feinstein  School  (formerly  Broad 
Street  School) 

28.18  George  J.  West  School 

28.19  Gilbert  Stuart  School 

28.20  Hope  High  School 

28.21  Laurel  Hill  Avenue  School 

28.22  Laurel  Hill  Annex 

28.23  Mary  E.  Fogarty  School 

28.24  Mount  Pleasant  High  School 

28.25  Nathan  Bishop  Middle  School 

28.26  Nathanael  Greene  Middle  School 

28.27  Oliver  Hazard  Perry  Middle  School 

28.28  Pleasant  View  School 

28.29  Reservoir  Avenue  School 

28.30  Robert  F.  Kennedy  School 

28.31  Robert  L.  Bailey,  IV  Elementary 
School 

28.32  Roger  Williams  Middle  School 

28.33  Sackett  Street  School 

28.34  Samuel  W.  Bridgham  Middle  School 

28.35  Textron  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Academy 

28.36  Vartan  Gregorian  Elementary  School 
at  Fox  Point 

28.37  Veazie  Street  School 

28.38  Veazie  Annex  #1 

28.39  Veazie  Annex  II 

28.40  Webster  Avenue  School 

28.41  West  Broadway  School 

28.42  William  D’Abate  School 

28.43  Windmill  Street  School 

28.44  Windmill  Street  School  Annex  #1 
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29.00  Scituate  District 

29.01  Clayville  Elementary  School 

29.02  Hope  Elementary  School 

29.03  North  Scituate  Elementary  School 

29.04  Scituate  High  School 

29.05  Scituate  Middle  School 

30.00  Smithfield  District 

30.01  Anna  M.  McCabe  School 

30.02  Old  County  Road  School 

30.03  Raymond  C.  LaPerche  School 

30.04  Smithfield  Senior  High  School 

30.05  Vincent  J.  Gallagher  Middle  School 

30.06  William  Winsor  School 

31.00  South  Kingstown  District 

31.01  Hazard  School 

31.02  Matunuck  School 

31.03  Peace  Dale  Elementary  School 

31.04  South  Kingstown  High  School 

31.05  South  Kingstown  Junior  High  School 

31.06  South  Road  Elementary 

31.07  Wakefield  Elementary  School 

31.08  West  Kingston  Elementary  School 

32.00  Tiverton  District 

32.01  Fort  Barton  School 

32.02  Nonquit  School 

32.03  Pocasset  School 

32.04  Tiverton  High  School 

32.05  Tiverton  Middle  School 

32.06  Walter  E.  Ranger  School 
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33.00  Warwick  District 

33.01  Aldrich  Junior  High  School 

33.02  Cedar  Hill  School 

33.03  Cottrell  F.  Hoxsie  School 

33.04  Drum  Rock  Elementary  School 

33.05  E.  G.  Robertson  School 

33.06  Francis  School 

33.07  Gorton  Junior  High  School 

33.08  Greenwood  School 

33.09  Harold  F.  Scott  School 

33.10  Holliman  School 

33.11  John  Greene  School 

33.12  John  Wickes  School 

33.13  Lippitt  School 

33.14  Norwood  School 

33.15  Oakland  Beach  Elementary  School 

33.16  Park  School 

33.17  Pilgrim  High  School 

33.18  Potowomut  School 

33.19  Randall  Holden  School 

33.20  Rhodes  School 

33.21  Sherman  School 

33.22  Toll  Gate  High  School 

33.23  Warwick  Neck  School 

33.24  Warwick  Veterans  Memorial  High 
School 

33.25  Winman  Junior  High  School 

33.26  Wyman  School 

34.00  Westerly  District 

34.01  Babcock  Middle  School 

34.02  Bradford  School 

34.03  Dunn’s  Corners  School 

34.04  Springbrook  Elementary  School 

34.05  State  Street  Elementary  School 

34.06  Tower  Street  School 

34.07  Westerly  High  School 

35.00  West  Warwick  District 

35.01  Greenbush  Elementary  School 

35.02  John  F.  Deering  Middle  School 

35.03  John  F.  Horgan  Elementary  School 

35.04  Maisie  E.  Quinn  Elementary  School 

35.05  Providence  Street  School 

35.06  West  Warwick  Senior  High  School 


36.00  Woonsocket  District 

36.01  Bernon  Heights  School 

36.02  Citizens  Memorial  School 

36.03  Fifth  Avenue  School 

36.04  Globe  Park  School 

36.05  Grove  Street  School 

36.06  Harris  School 

36.07  Kendrick  Avenue  School 

36.08  Kevin  K.  Coleman  Elementary  School 

36.09  Leo  A.  Savoie  School 

36.10  Pothier  School 

36.11  Second  Avenue  School 

36.12  Social  Street  School 

36.13  Woonsocket  High  School 

36.14  Woonsocket  Middle  School 

37.00  State-Operated  Schools 

37.01  Wm.  M.  Davies  Jr.  Career-Technical 
High  School 

37.02  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 

37.03  Metropolitan  Center 

38.00  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Schools 

38.01  Chariho  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Center 

38.02  Cranston  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Center 

38.03  E.  Providence  Area  Career  & 
Technical  Center 

38.04  James  L.  Hanley  Career 
Technical  Center 

38.05  Newport  County  Career  6 C 
Technical  Center  , 

38.06  Warwick  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Center 

38.07  West  Bay  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Center 

38.08  Woonsocket  Area  Career  & 

Technical  Center 

39.00  Additional  Health  Results 

39.01  Health  results  for  schools  with 
non-typical  grade  configurations 
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Until  recently,  most  of  us  thought  of  the  Information  Age  as  the  advent  of  e-mail 
and  surfing  the  Internet.  While  last  year  schools  and  districts  learned  to  collect  large 
amounts  of  new  information  — principally  through  the  SALT  (School  Accountability 
for  Learning  and  Teaching)  survey  — this  year  RI’s  school  communities  have  been 
confronted  with  learning  how  to  read  new  charts  and  reports  and  to  make  sense 
of  results  from  large,  unfamiliar  databases.  Suddenly  we  are  making  direct  contact 
with  technology’s  ability  to  collect  and  analyze  vast  quantities  of  information. 

The  experience  has  been  daunting,  exciting,  humbling,  fascinating,  frustrating, 
enlightening  and  liberating. 

Information  Works!  Has  Changed  since  Last  Year 

• While  districts  and  schools  are  still  in  alphabetical  order,  a “batch”  numbering 
system  has  made  it  possible  to  have  a table  of  contents  and  provide  easier 
access  to  desired  charts  and  information. 

• Career  and  Technical  schools  are  included  in  their  own  section  after  the 
state  schools. 

• The  1999  school  charts  have  key  SALT  survey  findings. 

• Each  school  reports  its  achievement  targets. 

• Additional  information  will  be  available  on  the  web  versions  of  the 

reports.  (See  below) 

For  More  Information,  Questions  and  Suggestions, 

Sees  inffoworks.ride.uri.edu 

The  two-page,  school-level  charts  published  on  the  web  will  include  information 
for  which  there  was  not  room  in  the  hard  cover  copy  of  Information  Works! 

The  charts  on  the  web  will  include: 

• Disaggregations  of  student  achievement  by  students  with  certain  characteristics 
that  continue  below  the  proficiency  line.  Non-proficient  students  will  be 
disaggregated  by  characteristics  into  the  three  non-proficient  categories. 

• School  goals 

• Teacher  grievances  by  type 

• Student  suspensions  by  type 
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The  1999  Information  Works!  home  page  also  gives  access  to  a technical  paper 
explaining  the  statistical  modeling  which  generated  the  graphs  in  Field  #2,  to 
Commissioner  Me  Walters’  State  of  Education  speech  before  the  General  Assembly,  to 
Information  Works  for  Community  Stewardship , a state-level  report  on  education  in 
RI,  and  to  last  year’s  Information  Works!  data  and  related  materials. 


Xnform&lt&cm  Works?  Draws  From  a Variety  off  Resources 

A number  of  key  accountability  measures  were  first  identified  by  the  Governor’s 
Comprehensive  Education  Strategy  and  then  written  into  legislation.  That  legislation, 
Article  31,  charged  the  Department  of  Education  (RIDE)  with  measuring  certain  spe- 
cific outcomes,  scores  and  indicators  and  publicly  reporting  the  results.  However,  test 
scores  and  accountability  outcomes  are  limited  in  their  ability  to  promote  school 
improvement.  For  schools  to  become  successful  in  their  efforts  to  make  progress,  they 
also  need  sophisticated,  detailed  information  about  their  own  internal  functioning. 

RIDE  strongly  emphasizes  that  no  single  element  of  information,  not  even  test  scores, 
has  much  meaning  standing  by  itself.  Only  when  taken  together  can  a full  array  of 
important  indicators  and  details  begin  to  paint  a picture  comprehensive  enough  to 
approximate  the  complexity  and  uniqueness  of  a school. 

Therefore,  the  principal  sources  of  the  data  for  Information  Works!  are: 

The  State  Assessments 

Standardized  student  achievement  tests 

The  SALT  Survey 

School-level  data  about  classroom  practice,  school  climate,  expectations, 
and  much  more 

Basic  School-level  Statistics 

School  enrollment,  demographic  make  up,  socio-economic  status,  absenteeism, 
suspensions,  etc.  are  collected  throughout  the  year  through  various  data  collec- 
tion efforts  by  RIDE. 

Tax  and  Income  Statistics 

From  the  State  Department  of  Administration’s  Division  of  Taxation 
Form  31  Financial  Information 

Expenditures  and  revenue  information  submitted  to  RIDE.  (More  detailed  infor- 
mation from  the  new  statewide  fiscal  accountability  system,  In$ite,  will  be  report- 
ed next  year  at  both  the  school  and  district  level.  This  year,  data  from  selected 
schools  and  districts  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.) 
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Most  Data  Aire  Descriptive,  mot  Prescriptive 

One  of  the  biggest  frustrations  is  that  most  of  our  data  are  just  data,  just  a descrip- 
tion that  does  not  imply  obvious  solutions  or  easily  identifiable  standards  of  success. 
Only  the  assessment  results  have  clear,  absolute  goals  of  students  meeting  standards 
and  schools  achieving  100%  proficiency.  In  the  SALT  survey  data,  for  example,  no 
rubric  or  rule  exists  that  indicates  exactly  how  much  of  anything  is  the  right  amount. 
Each  school,  with  its  district,  must  look  at  the  whole  array  of  information  and  decide 
what  is  important  and  what  is  good  evidence  to  drive  school  improvement. 

All  of  us  will  become  more  proficient  in  this  process  over  time. 

Focus  on  Literacy  amd  Mumeracy 

Last  year  the  press  often  referred  to  the  SALT  survey  results  and  Information  Works! 
as  a “mountain”  of  data.  Indeed,  we  now  have  a lot  of  information.  The  challenge  to 
all  of  us  is  to  make  informed,  but  admittedly  human  choices  from  among  the  differ- 
ent realms  of  data.  RIDE’s  strategic  plan  as  well  as  the  state’s  Comprehensive 
Education  Strategy  outline  specific  targets  related  to  mathematics  and  literacy.  The 
state-level  SALT  survey  revealed  that  the  classroom  practices  and  structures  to  sup- 
port literacy  and  numeracy  across  the  curriculum  could  be  improved  in  most  RI 
schools.  Improvements  in  achievement  scores  will  be  limited  unless  this  support 
improves. 

Therefore,  both  the  RI  statistical  model  and  the  reporting  of  the  targets  concentrate 
on  two  elements,  each  from  the  New  Standards  Reference  Math  and  English 
Language  Arts  exams,  indicators  of  literacy  and  numeracy.  Similarly,  literacy  and 
numeracy  drove  the  selection  of  which  SALT  survey  data  elements  to  display. 

The  goal  remains  the  same:  100%  proficiency  for  all  kids. 


This  year  the  interactive  capabilities  of  the  Information  Works!  home  page  will  take 
the  user  to  the  discussion  page  of  a new  RI  school  community  web  site  at:  bellat- 
lanticeducationexchange.uri.edu.  There,  the  user  can  either  submit  questions  related 
directly  to  the  data  in  Information  Works!  or  engage  in  a discussion  on  school  reform 
and  education-related  topics.  This  site  will  be  monitored  at  least  once  a week  and 
questions  will  be  answered  within  two  weeks.  This  Education  Exchange  site  is  an 
ever-growing  collection  of  resources  and  opportunities  that  has  been  assembled  to 
support  school  communities  in  Rhode  Island.  It  is  made  possible  through  a partner- 
ship of  Bell  Atlantic,  URLs  National  Center  on  Public  Education  and  Social  Policy 
and  the  RI  Department  of  Education. 
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Rhode  Island 


Peter  McWalters,  Commissioner 
153,342  Students 
10,656  Teachers 
37  School  Districts 
320  Schools 
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A Word  About  the  Data 

The  quality  of  the  data  this  year  (school  year  1997-98)  was  much  improved  over 
last  year’s.  The  work  involved  in  “cleaning”  the  data,  which  is  to  say  tracking  down 
inconsistencies  and  inaccuracies,  was  significantly  reduced.  It  was  by  no  means 
perfect,  however,  and  the  process  of  verifying  the  data  was  still  lengthy.  Still,  last 
year’s  publication  of  the  information  did  inspire  greater  accuracy. 

RIDE  is  further  refining  its  procedures  to  ease  the  work  of  data-collection. 

When  Data  is  Statistically  Unreliable 

When  the  number  of  test-takers  drops  below  10,  the  results  are  considered 
statistically  unreliable  and  are  not  reported.  Also,  very  small  numbers  make  it 
possible  to  identify  or  to  invite  guessing  as  to  the  achievement  results  of  individual 
children.  Information  Works!  is  about  the  functioning  of  schools  and  districts  not 
about  individual  children.  Therefore,  in  Field  #4,  which  shows  “gaps”  with 
disaggregated  data,  any  group  with  certain  characteristics  consisting  of  less  than 
10  children  — scoring  high,  low  or  indifferent  — was  dropped.  This  year  symbols 
indicate  when  there  were  too  few  test-takers  in  that  category  to  report  or  if  no 
test-takers  achieved  proficiency.  Very  small  classes  of  test-takers  such  as  those  in 
New  Shoreham  and  the  RI  School  for  the  Deaf  also  require  leaving  a number  of 
fields  empty. 

field  (£)  ^$s©s$m©iratt  EDememitis 


What  You  Are  Looking  At 

You  are  looking  at  a graphic  representation  of  the  assessment  scores 
on  the  state  tests.  The  100-point  scale  indicates  100%  of  the  children 
who  were  assessed  at  this  grade  level.  The  dark  band  at  the  top  of  the 
bar  represents  the  percentage  of  the  highest  scoring  students.  The 
black  at  the  bottom  represents  the  percentage  of  the  lowest  scorers. 
The  two  bands  above  the  white  are  the  percentage  of  students  who 
have  achieved  or  exceeded  the  Regents  standards. 

What  You  Aire  Looking  Foir 

You  are  hoping  to  see  that  all  children  have  achieved  the  standard  and 
are  represented  only  in  the  top  two  blocks. 
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Performance  Assessments 

Rhode  Island’s  state  assessment  program  has  completed  its  transition  to  the 
exclusive  use  of  performance  assessments.  These  new  tests  emphasize  applied 
knowledge,  i.e.,  testing  what  a child  knows  and  is  able  to  do.  The  old  tests,  such 
as  the  Metropolitan  Achievement  Test  (MAT),  did  not  measure  proficiency  in 
applied  knowledge  and  were  “norm-referenced,”  which  is  to  say  that  the  test  had 
no  absolute  standards  of  proficiency,  but  ranked  students  against  one  another 
with  reference  to  a national  sample  group  of  students,  or  “the  norm.” 
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were  developed  in  partnership  with 
school  districts  and  states  including 
Rhode  Island,  by  the  Learning  Research 
and  Development  Center  of  the  University 
of  Pittsburgh  and  the  National  Center  on 
Education  and  the  Economy.  Rhode 
Island  joined  as  a partner  state  in  the 
final  three  years  of  the  project.  By 
partnering  with  New  Standards,  Rhode 
Island’s  state  assessment  program  could 
be  sure  that  these  challenging  exams 
would  be  aligned  directly  to  the  content 
in  both  the  Rhode  Island  Curriculum 
Frameworks  and  the  New  Standards 
Performance  Standards  in  the  tested 
subjects. 


The  tests  emphasize  the  application  of  knowledge  and  skills  and  not  just  the  rote 
memorization  of  facts  or  the  computation  of  math  examples  without  context.  Score 
reports  are  generated  for  the  individual  students  as  well  as  aggregations  at  the  school, 
district  and  state  levels.  The  detailed  score  reports  are  designed  to  foster  local  and 
state  discussions  about  curriculum  changes,  to  point  to  potentially  necessary  profes- 
sional development,  to  raise  instructional  and  assessment  issues  with  students  and 
parents,  and  to  identify  the  need  for  resources  to  support  reaching  performance 
goals.  New  Standards  tests  are  primarily  performance  assessments,  but  also  have 
short  fill-in-the-bubble  sections  to  cross  check  certain  skill  competencies  (like 
reading  comprehension). 
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Test  Subscales 

The  NSRE  in  mathematics  contains  three  subscales  which  are:  Skills,  Concepts  and 
Problem-Solving.  The  NSRE  in  English  Language  Arts  contains  four  subscales  which 
are:  Reading:  Basic  Understanding,  Reading:  Analysis  and  Interpretation,  Writing: 
Effectiveness  and  Writing:  Conventions.  Particular  items  from  the  entire  test,  which 
is  taken  over  the  course  of  several  days,  are  grouped  in  various  ways  to  form  the 
subscale  scores.  Some  items  are  used  in  more  than  one  subscale. 

New  Standards  Descriptors 

New  Standards  considers  its  descriptors  for  the  various  performance  levels  to  be 
sufficient  unto  themselves.  Written  on  the  report  sheets  of  each  subject  area  test  are 
detailed  descriptions  of  what  a child  needs  to  know  in  order  to  reach  each  level. 

Mext  Year’s  10th  Grade  English  Language  Arts 

The  inclusion  of  the  New  Standards  ELA  exam  at  the  10th  grade  will  complete  RTs 
state  assessment  program. 

The  state’s  assessment  program  emphasizes  student  knowledge  and  mastery  of  the 
foundation  skills  of  literacy  and  numeracy.  Students  need  those  skills  to  do  well  in 
other  subjects  such  as  science  and  social  studies.  Therefore,  all  content  areas  need  to 
orient  their  efforts  toward  supporting  and  strengthening  literacy  and  numeracy. 

Resetting  the  Rhode  Island  Health  Education  Performance 
Assessment  Standards 

In  order  to  relieve  the  amount  of  testing  concentrated  in  grades  4,  8 and  10,  the 
Rhode  Island-developed  Health  Education  and  the  Writing  assessments  were  moved 
to  different  grades.  The  Health  Assessment  is  now  given  at  grades  5 and  9.  Based  on 
feedback  from  the  school  communities  — from  both  parents  and  practitioners  — 
Regents  reset  the  standards  for  the  Health  Assessment  to  accommodate  the  new  grade 
levels  by  adopting  the  same  number  of  performance  levels  and  descriptors  as  the  New 
Standards  exams.  This  adoption  standardizes  the  performance  level  language  between 
the  tests  and  eliminates  some  unnecessary  confusion  among  the  people  trying  to  make 
sense  of  the  different  exams. 

Rhode  Island  Health  Education  Performance  Assessment 

Research  shows  that  children  who  are  healthy  learn  more  effectively,  and  that  good 
health  is  a necessary  precondition  for  optimal  academic  success.  High  quality  health 
education  increases  the  likelihood  that  young  people  will  develop  healthier  lifestyle 
practices  and  resist  engaging  in  risky  health  behaviors.  RI’s  Health  Assessment  tells  us 
if  our  health  education  initiative  is  giving  our  students  the  knowledge  necessary  to 
make  good  decisions  about  health  and  well-being. 
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The  Rhode  Island  Writing  Assessment 
and  the  Regents  Standards 

The  Writing  Assessment  given  at  grade  4 has  moved  to  grade  3,  while  grade  8 has 
moved  to  grade  7.  The  10th  grade  assessment  stayed  where  it  was. 

The  Rhode  Island-developed  Writing  Assessment  is  the  oldest  of  the  performance 
exams  given  in  the  state.  The  Regents  — in  a fairly  involved  and  careful  standards- 
setting  exercise  — set  standards  at  four  performance  levels.  The  Regents  will  review  a 
proposal  to  re-set  the  Writing  Assessment  standards  to  bring  all  the  assessments  into 
alignment  with  the  New  Standards  performance  levels  and  descriptors.  Until  the  stan- 
dards-setting  exercise  is  completed,  the  Regents’  standards  are  described  as  follows: 

Exemplary  Performance 

At  this  level,  students  consistently  demonstrate  excep- 
tional ability  to  apply,  analyze  and  interpret  concepts 
and  processes.  Students  communicate  concrete  and 
abstract  ideas  in  highly  organized,  thoughtful  and 
responsive  ways 

Proficient  Performance 

At  this  level,  students  demonstrate  the  ability  to  apply 
concepts  and  processes  effectively  and  accurately. 
Students  communicate  ideas  in  clear  and  effective  ways. 

Below  Proficient  Performance 

At  this  level,  students  demonstrate  some  skills  in  apply- 
ing concepts  and  processes.  Students  communicate 
some  ideas  effectively. 

Considerably  below  Proficient  Performance 

At  this  level,  students  are  not  able  to  demonstrate  skills  in  applying  concepts  and 
processes.  Students  have  difficulty  communicating  ideas. 

The  Scholastic  Assessment  Test 

The  SAT  is  not  part  of  the  RI  assessment  program.  Students  who  so  choose  pay  to 
take  the  tests  to  fulfill  college  admissions  requirements. 

Percent  of  test-takers  in  college-bound  programs 

To  be  considered  to  be  in  a college-bound  program,  students  must  report  on  their 
SAT  test  forms  that  they  took  both  chemistry  and  geometry.  Participation  in  these 
courses  indicates  that  the  student  was  taking  courses  that  colleges  consider  to  be 
foundational  to  college  academic  success. 
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What  You  Aire  Looking  At 

This  chart  shows  the  relationship  between  the  actual  performance  of 
students  in  this  school  — expressed  as  the  percentage  of  students 
who  met  the  standard  on  the  state  tests  — and  the  performance  range 
of  similar  students  statewide.  (See  below  for  an  explanation  of  this 
research  tool.) 

The  question  mark:  Participation  in  the  assessments  is  expected  to 
be  100%  unless  a child  is  specifically  exempted  by  an  Individual 
Education  Plan  (IEP)  or  another  valid,  clearly  defined  reason  such  as 
prolonged  illness.  When  a school’s  participation  rate  falls  below  80% 
of  the  eligible  students,  a question  mark  appears  on  the  bar  indicating 
that  the  data  might  be  unreliable  because  of  the  large  number  of 
eligible  students  who  did  not  take  the  test. 

What  You  Aire  Looking  Foir 

You  are  hoping  to  see  the  school’s  students  performing  at  or 
above  the  performance  range  of  similar  students  statewide. 

CRITICAL  NOTE  Rhode  Island's  goal  is  for  all  students  to  become 
proficient  in  all  subjects.  This  computer  generated  model  is  not  a 
standard  and  performing  as  well  or  even  better  than  similar  students 
across  the  state  is  only  the  beginning  of  a journey  towards  full 
proficiency.  Over  time,  as  the  schools  themselves  improve,  the 
computer-generated  ranges  will  themselves  rise.  This  model  helps 
us  understand  that  schools  do  not  start  on  a level  playing  field  and 
some  will  need  more  time,  specialists,  resources  or  any  number  of 
things  to  help  all  of  their  children  reach  proficiency.  Schools  which 
are  under-performing  according  to  the  model  over  multiple  years 
eire  signaling  the  need  for  intervention  of  some  kind. 
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Statistically  Generated  Performance  Models 

In  recent  years  educational  researchers  have  begun  building  statistically  generated 
models  which  can  calculate  what  results  schools  are  likely  to  achieve  when  taking 
into  consideration  the  characteristics  of  their  student  body.  The  point  of  these  models 
is  to  establish  an  achievement  benchmark  that  acknowledges  the  challenges  that  can 
affect  children’s  readiness  to  learn.  The  public  tends  to  compare  high  performing 
schools  with  low  performing  schools  without  considering  differences  in  student  char- 
acteristics. In  fact,  student  composition  impacts  heavily  on  the  performance  of  the 
school  itself.  These  statistical  models  provide  uniform  and  practical  benchmarks 
against  which  to  measure  actual  achievement.  For  over  30  years,  researchers  have 
known  that  the  achievement  results  of  different  sets  of  students,  such  as  those  from 
different  schools,  vary  in  association  with  several  specific  key  factors,  including: 

• Poverty  (by  far  the  strongest  predictor  of  student  achievement, 
with  the  exception  of  prior  achievement) 

• Non-English  speaking  background 

• Educational  background  of  the  parents 

• Having  special  learning  needs,  and 

• Having  a minority/racial  group  identity 

While  individuals  with  one  or  more  of  these  characteristics  can  and  do  perform  well 
on  state  assessments,  the  majority  tend  to  perform  less  well  than  children  who  do  not 
have  these  characteristics.  There  are  many  reasons  for  these  historic  patterns  of 
achievement.  They  include  such  things  as  school  expectations,  the  availability  of  flexi- 
ble grouping  and  different  types  of  instruction,  inadequate  funding  and  support  to  the 
schools  these  children  attend,  and  the  quality  of  social  services  offered  to  students. 


The  Rhode  Mamd  Model 

Rhode  Island  researchers  have  created  a model  which  considers  the  above  characteris- 
tics. Because  RI  is  such  a small  state,  the  entire  student  body  of  over  153,000  stu- 
dents served  as  a context  from  which  the  test  and  grade  specific  ranges  were  derived. 
Thus,  groups  of  students  within  a school  were  compared  with  similar  groups  of  stu- 
dents statewide;  schools  themselves  are  not  sorted  for  comparisons.  The  computer- 
generated ranges  will  change  depending  on  the  test  because,  for  example,  a writing 
assessment  is  more  strongly  affected  by  language  minority  status. 

This  year’s  model  uses  two  years’  worth  of  assessment  data  — for  those  tests  that 
have  been  given  for  two  years  — in  order  to  double  the  number  of  students  in  the 
sample.  Therefore,  this  year’s  statistically  generated  performance  band  is  smaller  than 
last  year’s  because  as  the  number  of  students  in  the  study  increases,  the  errors  in  mea- 
surement decrease. 

Over  time,  the  model  will  continue  to  evolve  to  become  more  precise,  but  the  above 
characteristics  will  always  be  its  foundation  since,  for  example,  poverty  alone 
accounts  for  at  least  one  third  of  the  variation  in  student  achievement  scores  across 
groups  of  students.  These  models  predict  only  for  groups  of  students  with  similar 
characteristics;  they  can  not  predict  any  individual  student’s  achievement. 
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**NOTE  A technical  description  of  this  model  is  available  upon  request  from  the 
RIDE  Public  Information  Office  or  through  our  web  site:  infoworks.ride.uri.edu. 

Special  to  the  District  and  State  Templates 

The  district  and  state  pages  include  tables  that  show  the  total  number  of  schools 
whose  students  met  or  exceeded  the  standard  compared  with  similar  students 
statewide  on  selected  subscales  of  the  New  Standards  tests. 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
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□ White  ■ Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 
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■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

□ other  Special  Programs 
ED  Resource 

FIELD 


What  You  Are  Looking  At 

You  are  looking  at  a demographic  description  of  who  is  in  the  school. 
The  pie  charts  show  the  percentages  of  the  total  school  population 
who  are  identified  with  the  characteristics  which  are  described  in 
detail  below. 


What  Yon  Are  Looking  For 

You  are  looking  to  get  a sense  of  the  school’s  composition  and 
diversity. 
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The  Oetfimtioinis 

Eligible  for  subsidized  lunch 

Eligible  for  free  or  reduced  (price)  lunch 
Students  whose  family  incomes  fall  below  certain  income  (poverty  or  near- 
poverty) guidelines.  This  measure  indicates  the  percent  of  students  who  were 
eligible  for  free  or  reduced  price  lunches  in  November  1997. 

Not  Eligible 

Students  whose  family  income  falls  outside  the  low-income  guidelines  as  of 
November  1997. 

Ethnic  background 
Asian/Pacific  Islander 

A student  having  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples  of  the  Far  East,  Southeast 
Asia  or  the  Pacific  Islands.  Examples  include:  China,  Japan,  Korea,  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  Samoa. 

Black 

A student  having  origins  in  any  of  the  African-American  racial  groups.  This  does 
not  include  people  of  Hispanic  origins. 

Hispanic 

A student  of  Mexican,  Puerto  Rican,  Cuban,  Central  or  South  American  or  other 
Spanish  culture  or  origin,  regardless  of  race. 

Native  American 

A student  having  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples  of  North  America.  This 
category  includes  American  Indians,  Eskimos  and  Aleuts. 

White 

A student  having  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples  of  Europe,  North  Africa, 
the  Middle  East  or  the  Indian  Sub-Continent. 

Limited  English  Proficient  (LEP) 

(LEP)  Bilingual  model 

A student  who  receives  instruction  in  English  and  another  language  to  support 
content  area  learning  while  learning  English  as  a second  language. 

(LEP)  English  as  a Second  Language  model 
A student  who  receives  content  area  instruction  solely  in  English  while  learning 
English  as  a second  language. 

(LEP)  Other  model 

A student  who  receives  other  program  options  developed  by  the  district. 

Special  Education 
Part-time  regular /resource  program 

A student  whose  Individual  Educational  Plan  (IEP)  services  are  provided  in  alter- 
nate or  regular  education  settings  for  less  than  50%  of  the  school  day  or  week. 

Self-contained  program 

A student  whose  Individual  Educational  Plan  (IEP)  services  are  provided 
outside  of  the  regular  education  classroom  for  more  than  50%  of  the  school 
day  or  week. 
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Parents’  or  Mother’s  Education 

While  the  data  for  the  other  pie  charts  are  collected  by  the  school  and  apply  to  the 
school  as  a whole,  the  highest  level  of  the  parents’  or  mother’s  education  is  reported 
by  individual  test-takers  on  the  test  materials.  Thus,  the  pie  chart  for  parents’  educa- 
tion applies  only  to  the  children  in  the  one  grade  who  took  the  test.  For  elementary 
schools  we  used  mother’s  education  level,  as  reported  by  students  on  the  state  assess- 
ments administered  in  the  fifth  grade,  because  it  was  both  more  complete  and  more 
reliable  than  the  data  from  grade  four. 

Special  to  the  District  and  State  Templates 

Public  enrollment 

The  number  (and  percentage)  of  Rhode  Island’s  students  who  are  enrolled  in 
public  schools,  governed  by  a district,  as  of  October  1997. 

Non-public  enrollment 

The  number  (and  percentage)  of  students  who  attend  private  or  parochial 
schools,  as  of  October  1997. 

At-home  instructed 

The  number  (and  percentage)  of  students  who  have  received  permission  from  the 
school  committee  of  their  local  district  to  be  instructed  at  home  according  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  16-19-2  of  the  General  Laws  of  Rhode  Island.  The  figures 
are  for  October  1997. 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 
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91% 


□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 
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What  Yom  Are  Looking  At 

This  graph  shows  certain  achievement  data  broken  out  by  groups  of 
students  with  similar  characteristics.  The  bar  represents  the  percent- 
age of  children  who  attained  the  level  of  proficiency  or  beyond. 

What  You  Are  Looking  For 

You  are  looking  for  the  shortfalls  between  the  100%  goal  and  the 
actual  attained  proficiency  of  children  with  certain  comparable 
characteristics.  You  are  also  looking  for  gaps  between  the  achieve- 
ment of  groups  of  students  with  different  characteristics.  Again,  the 
Regents  goal  is  for  all  children  to  become  fully  proficient  in  all  tested 
subjects.  Equipped  with  the  knowledge  of  its  shortfalls,  a school 
can  begin  to  target  strategies  and  resources  to  close  the  gaps. 


Note  the  extra  field 

Other:  On  the  assessments  students  are  asked  to  complete  their  own  demographic 
information  which  includes  “other”  among  the  racial  category  options  for  students 
who  do  not  feel  they  fit  easily  into  one  of  the  other  racial  categories.  The  school’s 
enrollment  data  collection  process  does  not  include  “other”  as  an  option. 

*SEE  WEB 

The  web  version  of  this  field  includes  the  achievement  data  for  students 
who  did  not  reach  the  standard.  This  data  is  also  be  broken  out  by  stu- 
dents with  certain  characteristics  and  divided  into  the  three  performance 
levels  below  “achieving  the  standard.” 
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“In  their  own  words.” 
Highlights  from  the  school 


“After-School  Enrichment  Program  - More  than  1 00  students  attended  this 
six  week  program  in  the  spring.  There  were  nine  choices  of  activities  that 
were  taught  by  parents  and  staff  on  a voluntary  basis.” 

“Parent/Teacher/Student  Compact  — This  compact  is  an  agreement  of 
partnership  that  is  signed  by  parents,  students  and  teachers  which  states  that 
we  will  work  together  to  ensure  that  each  child  achieves  success.” 

“Bradford  PRIDE  Plan  - Taking  pride  in  our  school  by  showing  good  behavior 
and  respect.  This  school-wide  plan  was  developed  to  promote  positive  self- 
image  and  to  encourage  students  to  take  pride  in  our  school  community.” 


FIELD 


What  You  Aire  Looking  At 

Without  prescribing  a set  criteria,  RIDE  data-gatherers  asked  schools 
to  express,  in  their  own  words,  what  they  considered  to  be  three 
highlights  of  their  school  last  year  (1997-1998). 

What  Yota  Are  Looking  For 

These  highlights  give  schools  a modest  opportunity  to  share  their 
personalities,  assets  and  successes. 


*SEE  WEB 

The  web  version  of  this  field  also  includes  the  school’s  most  recent  set 
of  goals. 


O 

ERIC 
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field  (©)  S@D@(E'S@d]  SaDft  Somrwey  [FSinidlDirDgi^ 


(Teacher  Responses) 


What  Yotul  Are  Looking  At 

This  graph  shows  eight  individual,  item-  or  single  question-level 
responses  from  the  teachers’  SALT  surveys,  using  only  the  ‘core’ 
teachers.  (‘Core’  teachers  are  those  who  teach  math,  science,  lan- 
guage arts  and  social  studies.)  These  eight  responses  were  chosen 
from  among  hundreds  of  teacher,  student  and  parent  responses 
because  they  are  indicative  of  the  ways  and  degrees  to  which  schools 
support  literacy,  numeracy  and  efforts  to  reach  out  to  parents  and 
community  as  partners  to  help  improve  student  achievement. 

What  You  Are  Looking  For 

Unlike  the  assessments,  the  SALT  survey  data  have  no  absolute 
standards  nor  will  such  standards  ever  be  set.  You  are  looking  for 
clues  as  to  what  school  and  classroom  practices  might  be  altered  to 
improve  student  achievement  in  this  school.  A school  might  compare 
these  responses  to  their  school  improvement  plan  to  see  if  there  is  a 
gap  between  the  school  goals  and  the  realities  of  the  teacher  respons- 
es. If  the  frequencies  indicated  in  these  responses  already  meet  your 
approval,  you  will  have  to  look  elsewhere  in  the  SALT  data  for  infor- 
mation that  would  support  the  school's  efforts  to  move  students 
closer  to  the  100%  proficiency  goal. 


ERiC 
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Choosing  Indicators  from  among  the  Vast  Amount  of  Salt  Survey  Data 

Isolating  a relatively  tiny  sample  of  SALT  data  for  a public  report  is  not  something 
this  data  was  originally  designed  to  do.  On  the  contrary,  the  survey  instruments  were 
specifically  intended  to  give  schools  a very  comprehensive  picture  of  their  functioning 
- their  expectations,  practices,  climate,  and  etc.  Still,  the  statewide  SALT  data  seemed 
to  indicate  that  some  of  the  state’s  major  objectives  — literacy,  numeracy  and  strong 
partnerships  with  family  and  community  — were  under-supported  in  practice  at 
many  schools.  Much  discussion  went  into  identifying  the  most  effective  indicators  for 
evaluating  how  well  schools  were  structured  to  meet  the  state’s  goals.  The  indicators 
chosen  are  by  no  means  the  only  survey  responses  that  could  apply  to  the  goals,  but 
at  the  state  level,  these  responses  seem  to  illustrate  the  school’s  functioning  in  the 
selected  areas  most  effectively. 

Complicating  the  presentation  of  SALT  survey  indicators  is  that  the  SALT  data  are 
expressed  on  different  kinds  of  scales  — as  percentages  in  tables,  as  straight  numbers 
and  as  bar  graphs  that  rise  according  to  different  scales.  To  make  the  most  of  the  tiny 
space  allotted  on  each  school  template,  a single  scale,  in  this  case  a frequency  scale  of 
teacher  responses,  seemed  least  confusing  and  most  evocative  of  a school’s  function- 
ing at  a basic,  practical  level. 


! 
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Special  to  the  District 

Of  the  four  indicators  on  the  district  and  state  report,  two  are  responses  from  the 
student  survey  and  two  are  from  the  teacher  survey.  The  percentage  of  seniors  who 
took  Algebra  II  and  the  percentage  of  students  who  are  unsupervised  after  school 
are  reported  by  students  about  themselves  and  are  not  observations  of  teachers  or 
parents.  If  the  percentage  of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II  is  marked  “NA,”  fewer  than 
3 students  were  in  this  category.  The  data  on  Algebra  II  are  less  reliable  in  districts 
where  the  percentage  of  students  who  responded  to  the  SALT  Survey  was  small. 
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Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

98.59 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

45.41 

73.75 

74.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.75 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

89 

89 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.59 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.28 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.03 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/64 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

223/806 

277/3028 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

4.12 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

95.88 

95.88 

82.00 

FIELD 
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You  see  the  frequency  or  percentage  for  this  indicator  at  the  school  (or 
district)  level,  and  you  see  the  state  average  next  to  it.  These  selected 
indicators  were  assembled  in  compliance  with  three  sets  of  requests: 

1.  Legislation  passed  in  February  1996  and  incorporated  into  Title  16, 
section  60-4(21-22) 

2.  Article  31  - the  State  Student  Investment  Initiative,  passed  in  July  1997 
and  revised  in  1998  (Title  16,  section  7.1) 

3.  Rhode  Island’s  Commissioner  of  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  and 
Board  of  Regents. 

Some  elements,  like  high  school  drop  out  rates,  are  marked  "NA” 
because  they  are  not  applicable  to  all  buildings. 


You  are  looking  to  get  a sense  of  what  the  school  feels  like  to  its 
inhabitants,  its  tensions,  its  stability,  its  experience,  its  safety,  etc. 
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Indicator  Measures  and  Definitions 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate: 

The  percentage  of  the  total  number  of  eligible  teachers  in  this  school  who 
responded  to  the  SALT  survey. 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate 

The  percentage  of  the  total  number  of  students  in  this  school  who  responded  to 
the  SALT  survey. 

3.  Student  Attendance 

Law  requires  all  Rhode  Island  districts  to  conduct  180  instructional  days  per 
year.  The  student  attendance  rate  reflects  the  percentage  of  time  the  average  stu- 
dent is  present  within  that  180  day  period. 

\ 

4.  Average  Class  Size: 

The  average  class  size  is  the  average  of  the  figures  reported  by  the  core  academic 
teachers  on  the  SALT  survey.  The  survey  asks,  “What  is  the  average  class  size  in 
the  primary  content  classes  that  you  teach  at  this  school?”  “Core”  academics 
are  math,  science,  language  arts  and  social  studies,  the  subjects  on  which 
students  spend  more  than  50%  of  their  learning  time.  Other  teaching  staff  are 
not  included  because  the  number  of  students  they  can  teach  effectively  vary 
widely  by  subject  — for  example,  physical  education  classes  are  generally  quite 
large.  This  indicator  reflects  the  opportunity  that  core  academic  teachers  have 
to  provide  individualized  attention  to  students. 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility 

The  average  span  of  responsibility  refers  to  the  number  of  students  whom  core 
academic  teachers  are  responsible  for  teaching  on  a regular  basis.  “Core”  acade- 
mics are  math,  science,  language  arts  and  social  studies.  The  number  reported  for 
‘span  of  responsibility’  is  the  average  of  the  figures  reported  by  the  core  teachers 
on  the  SALT  survey.  At  the  elementary  level,  average  class  size  is  often  the  same 
as  the  span  of  responsibility,  while  in  secondary  schools  the  number  will  be  the 
total  number  of  students  who  receive  instruction  in  the  course  of  a teacher’s  day. 

6.  Stability 

This  indicator  shows  the  proportion  of  the  total  student  enrollment  who  entered 
the  school  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  and  stayed  through  the  end. 

7.  Mobility 

This  indicator  shows  the  rate  of  student  turnover.  The  number  is  the  percentage 
of  students  who  moved  into  or  out  of  the  school  during  the  school  year  as 
compared  to  Fall  enrollments. 

PLEASE  NOTE  The  stability  and  mobility  indicators  measure  different  phenome- 
na and  are  not  inverses  of  one  another.  The  mobility  index  measures,  if  you  will, 
the  rate  of  flow  through  the  non-stable  portion  of  the  student  body.  Together,  the 
two  indicators  describe  the  degree  of  turnover  in  the  school  and  its  potential 
effect  on  the  classroom  environment. 
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Special  to  the  State  Template 

Student,  teacher  and  administrator  mobility  are  graphically  visualized,  by  district,  in 
the  state-level  report,  the  first  report  in  Information  Works! 

8.  Teacher  Attendance 

The  teacher  attendance  rate  reflects  the  percentage  of  time  the  average  full-time 
teacher  is  present  within  the  180  day  instructional  period.  This  number  was  cal- 
culated using  the  number  of  “sick  days”  which  accounted  for  teacher  absences. 

9.  Teacher  grievances 

This  is  the  number  of  grievances  filed  by  teachers  in  the  building  in  1997-98  and 
the  number  of  full-time  teachers. 

*SEE  WEB 

On  the  web  teacher  grievances  are  broken  out  by  type  - 

1.  Insufficient  Materials 

2.  Too  Many  Students 

3.  Physical  Environment 

4.  Administrative  Decisions 

5.  Other  Grievances 

10.  Suspensions 

The  number  of  students  who  have  been  temporarily  dismissed  from  school  or 
sent  to  an  alternative  placement.  The  number  of  suspensions  is  followed  by  the 
total  number  of  students  in  the  building. 

*SEE  WEB 

On  the  web  student  suspensions  are  broken  out  by  type  - 

1.  Assault 

2.  Fighting 

3.  Weapons 

4.  Sale  of  controlled  substance 

5.  Possession  of  controlled  substance  with  intent  to  sell 

6.  Under  the  influence  of  a controlled  substance 

7.  Disorderly  conduct 

8.  Threat/Intimidation 

9.  Tobacco  possession  or  use 

10.  Vandalism 

11.  Larceny/theft 

12.  Other 

11.  Drop-Out  Rate 

The  drop-out  rate  is  derived  by  subtracting  the  cumulative  completion  (see  #12) 
rate  from  100.  This  manner  of  figuring  rates  uses  a four-year  picture  which  takes 
into  account  key  factors  such  as  annual  differences  in  class  size  and  the  different 
grades  at  which  students  drop  out.  The  statistic  reported  here  is  based  on  the 
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number  of  drop-outs  reported  annually  by  grade  level  for  students  who  drop  out 
between  October  2 of  the  previous  school  year  to  October  1 of  the  current  year. 

12.  Graduation  Rate 

The  high  school  graduation  rate  represents  the  percent  of  the  current  ninth  grade 
class  that  will  graduate  from  high  school  after  subtracting  the  aggregate  current 
dropout  rates  at  the  9th,  10th,  11th,  and  the  12th  grade. 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


FIELD 
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What  You  Are  Looking  Alt  and  For 

You  are  looking  at  a promise  to  have  school  level  financial  data 
by  next  year. 


Fiscal  Accountability 

All  of  Rhode  Island’s  school  districts  are  in  the  process  of  implementing  a financial 
reporting  software  system  called  In$ite.  The  state  needs  sound  financial  information 
to  support  good  programming  with  informed  resource  allocation.  All  36  school  dis- 
tricts in  Rhode  Island  use  their  own  accounting  systems  and  will  continue  to  do  so, 
but  the  different  systems  obscure  a clear  understanding  of  the  state’s  education 
finances  as  a whole.  Over  the  last  two  years,  district  business  managers  have  been 
hammering  out  detailed  agreements  about  definitions  for  where  each  dollar  is  posted. 
This  work  is  progressing,  and  districts  have  been  sorting  their  expenditures  according 
to  the  agreed-on  definitions. 

Some  systems  are  further  along  in  the  implementation  process  than  others.  Initial 
images  of  cross-district  comparisons  are  beginning  to  appear,  but  the  potential  for 
misunderstanding  this  data  is  also  becoming  apparent.  Therefore,  under  separate 
cover,  RIDE  is  publishing  a guide  or  teaching  tool  for  this  new  realm  of  accountabili- 
ty, using  real  data  from  selected  schools  and  districts. 
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District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

59,483 

39,172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

24,965 

14,981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

565,523 

309,319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

219.41 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

62.62 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value 

20.00 

20.70 

This  Year’s  District  amid  State  Templates 

Even  without  the  accuracy  of  the  In$ite  system,  financial  information  is  still  critical  to 
understanding  student  achievement  and  will  be  reported  again  this  year  with  the 
information  provided  at  the  district  level  on  Form  31.  Form  31  is  the  RIDE’s  financial 
reporting  instrument  that  is  submitted  annually  by  each  district. 


©iistiiroGti  Exp@in)<dlQliMir@s  [Pair  [PmpoO 

(Against  a State  Average) 

What  Youn  Are  Looking  At 

These  numbers  should  help  you  see  how  districts  spend  their  money,  where 
their  money  comes  from  and  how  much  money  they  have  to  spend. 

What  Youa  Are  Looking  For 

You  are  looking  to  make  a determination  as  to  whether  the  community 
and  state  is  adequately  supporting  its  schools,  in  general,  and  certain 
programs  or  populations  of  students,  in  particular. 


O 
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Definitions  ffoir  the  Top  Table 

Median  family  income 

This  indicator  shows  the  family  income  level  at  which  half  of  the  community 
families  had  more  income  and  half  had  less,  as  measured  in  the  1990  federal 
census.  Single  person  households  are  not  counted  as  families. 

Per  capita  income 

This  measure  of  the  economic  status  of  persons  in  the  community  is  a 1989 
estimate  made  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census.  It  represents  average  income 
per  person  in  the  community,  counting  persons  of  all  ages. 

Property  value  per  student 

This  is  a measure  of  community  wealth.  Equalized,  weighted,  assessed  property 
valuation  is  divided  by  resident  average  daily  membership. 

Relative  property  tax  capacity 

This  indicator  shows  the  amount  of  taxable  property  wealth  available  to  a 
municipality  per  capita.  Thus,  if  a municipality  has  a large  amount  of  property 
wealth  and  a small  population,  it  would  have  a higher  tax  capacity  than  a 
municipality  with  the  same  amount  of  property  wealth  but  a larger  population. 
For  educational  purposes  in  the  regionalized  school  districts,  the  tax  capacities 
of  the  cities  and  towns  have  been  translated  into  district  capacities. 

The  tax  capacity  of  each  district  is  divided  by  the  statewide  capacity  and  then 
multiplied  by  100.  Districts  that  have  smaller  tax  capacities  than  the  statewide 
average  have  a number  below  100.  Districts  with  a tax  capacity  larger  than  the 
statewide  capacity  will  have  a number  larger  than  100. 

Relative  tax  effort 

This  indicator  shows  how  heavily  or  lightly  a district  is  taxed  in  relation  to  the 
rest  of  the  state.  The  property  tax  of  the  municipality  is  divided  by  the  statewide 
property  tax  rate  for  all  municipalities  and  multiplied  by  100.  Thus,  if  a munici- 
pality taxes  its  property  wealth  at  a rate  lower  than  the  statewide  rate,  the 
number  will  be  smaller  than  100. 


Special  to  the  State  Template 

Relative  tax  effort  and  capacity  are  graphically  visualized,  by  district,  in  the 
state-level  report,  the  first  report  in  Information  Works! 

Property  tax  rate  per  $1,000 

The  tax  rate  specifies  the  amount  that  is  paid  by  a property  owner  for  every 
$1,000  of  assessed  value. 
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This  graph  separates  the  total  per  pupil  expenditures  for  the  public 
school  program  - kindergarten  through  grade  12  - into  the  larger 
categories  of  necessary  expenditures. 
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Total  Expenditures 

This  is  the  total  per  pupil  expenditure  against  which  the  other  expenditures  can 
be  measured. 

Total  Instructional  Expenditures 

This  includes  all  expenditures  for  general  instruction,  career  and  technical 
instruction,  special  education,  limited  English  proficient  and  compensatory 
instruction  (Title  I). 

Instructional  and  Administrative  Support 

This  includes  expenditures  for  staff  training,  curriculum  development  and 
supervision,  research  and  administrative  activities. 

Non-Instructional  Services  to  Students 

This  includes  expenditures  for  health  services,  food  services,  athletics,  recreation, 
other  student  activities  and  safety. 

Facilities  Management 

This  includes  expenditures  for  operating  and  maintaining  buildings  and  grounds. 
While  acquisition  and  construction  of  facilities  could  be  included,  this  occurs 
only  occasionally. 

Transportation 

This  includes  expenditures  for  transporting  students. 

DmisItiriuiC'SD^irQaiD  E^ipeinidlotiiLflircBS  P®\r  IPo^ipoD 


General  and  Targeted  Instructional  Expenditures 
(also  known  as  Total  Instructional  Expenditures) 

This  includes  general  instruction  for  all  students  and  expenditures  for  the  instruc- 
tion of  students  in  programs  designed  to  provide  specialized  instruction.  Students 
may  be  educated  for  all  or  part  of  the  day;  these  expenditures  are  for  the  portion 
of  the  day  the  student  receives  instruction. 

General  Instruction 

This  includes  expenditures  for  the  kindergarten  through  12th  grade  instructional 
program,  career  and  technical  programs  offered  at  the  comprehensive  high 
schools,  instructional  media,  school  libraries  and  guidance. 

Area  Career  and  Technical  Centers 

This  includes  expenditures  for  the  programs  offered  at  the  area  career-technical 
schools. 
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Special  Education 

This  includes  all  expenditures  for  special  education  programs. 

Limited-English  Proficient 

This  is  all  expenditures  for  programs  for  students  who  require  help  with  learning 
because  their  English  proficiency  is  limited. 


Compensatory  Education 

This  is  all  expenditures  for  programs  for  low-income  students  who  require  help 
with  attaining  basic  skills  (Title  I). 


Sources  off  Revenue 


8%  1% 


□ Local  D State  H Federal 


This  pie  chart  shows  a break-out  of  where  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  money 
for  this  district’s  schools  comes  from.  The  state  contribution,  known  as  state  aid,  is 
calculated  by  a formula  which  was  signed  into  law  as  Article  31,  the  education  por- 
tion of  the  State’s  Budget  for  fiscal  year  1997-98.  The  local  revenue  is  the  support 
raised  by  the  city  or  town  through  property  taxes.  Federal  support  might  be  money 
from  the  Improving  America’s  Schools  Act  (IASA)  and  individual  grants.  Working 
Wonders  grants,  for  example,  are  competitively  awarded  by  the  state  department  of 
education,  but  the  grants  are  funded  by  federal  Goals  2000  money.  Some  districts 
may  have  additional  monies  from  corporations  or  foundations  (e.g.,  RI  Foundation, 
Champlin  grants).  These  monies  are  not  accounted  for  in  this  pie  chart. 
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(Towards  All  Students  Reaching  State  Standards) 


What  You  Aire  Looking  At 

The  first  two  bars  in  each  of  the  four  tests  represent  the  school’s 
actual  level  of  proficiency  against  the  school's  target  for  increased 
proficiency  in  three  years.  The  second  two  bars  represent  the  actual 
percentage  of  students  achieving  at  the  lowest  levels  of  non-proficien- 
cy against  the  school’s  target  for  decreasing  the  percentage  of  these 
students  in  three  years. 

What  You  Are  Looking  For 

Until  there  is  enough  achievement  data  to  show  a trend  (see  below 
for  explanation),  the  only  thing  to  look  for  is  the  level  of  challenge  a 
school  has  set  for  itself. 


Defining  Adequate  Yearly  Progress  (AYP) 

AYP  is  the  measure  of  the  progress  a school  or  a district  is  making  towards  moving 
all  children  to  meet  the  Regents  standard  of  proficiency. 

Rhode  Island’s  educational  policies  proceed  from  a commitment  that  all  students  will 
reach  high  standards  in  essential  areas.  According  to  this  criterion,  state  assessment 
results  demonstrate  that  every  school  in  Rhode  Island  needs  improvement.  No  school 
has  every  student  reaching  every  standard.  Consequently,  all  schools  need  to  focus 
their  efforts  on  improving  teaching  and  learning.  Setting  achievement  targets  is  a way 
of  tracking  a school’s  focus  and  efforts.  In  time,  targets  will  show  parents  and  the 
community  how  to  assess  the  success  of  a school’s  improvement  effort^. 
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Creating  the  First  Data  Points  for  Achievement  Trends 

We  are  fortunate  to  be  able  to  study  other  states’  experience  with  setting  progress 
targets  and  handling  rewards  and  sanctions  that  go  with  them.  Perhaps  the  first 
lesson  is  that  a single  year  of  data  can  woefully  misrepresent  the  movement  a school 
is  making  towards  100%  proficiency.  A particularly  exemplary  or  challenged  class 
can  skew  the  results  and  either  inflate  or  deflate  the  real  achievements  of  the  school 
as  a whole.  Therefore,  for  most  tests  the  1998  achievement  data  is  only  the  first  of 
the  three  years  that  will  be  counted  towards  a three-year  rolling  average.  Three  years 
of  achievement  data  averaged  together  will  create  a point,  a specific  level  of  achieve- 
ment that  can  be  followed  each  year  henceforth  with  three-year  averaged  points  that 
will  show  trend  lines,  or  the  progress  schools  are  making  towards  achieving  higher 
proficiency  rates  among  their  students.  At  that  point  the  trend  lines  can  be  measured 
against  the  targets  schools  have  set  for  themselves. 


Setting  ^Negotiated  Targets 

A second,  very  important  lesson  from  national  experiences  is  that  other  states  have 
set  standardized  progress  targets  for  all  schools  at,  say,  2%  or  3%,  without  taking 
into  account  either  the  schools’  challenges  nor  the  adequacy  of  resources  to  meet  the 
challenges.  Other  states  have  found  themselves  accidently  setting  their  schools  up  for 
failure  by  establishing  unrealistic  and  undeliverable  goals. 

For  this  reason,  RIDE  issued  guidelines  to  the  schools  to  set  their  own  targets  for 
improved  student  performance  on  state  assessments  in  mathematics,  English-language 
arts  and  writing.  These  targets  were  then  to  be  negotiated  with  the  state  via  the  RIDE 
Field  Service  system  by  November  1998.  Because  the  target-setting  exercise  was  new 
to  everyone  this  year,  not  all  targets  were  actually  set  by  the  school  and  negotiated 
with  the  state.  Indeed,  some  targets  were  set  by  the  districts  for  across-the-board 
application  to  the  individual  schools.  Other  targets  were  set  outside  the  guidelines  of 
3 to  5%  per  year  for  a three  year  accumulated  gain  of  9 to  15%.  Information  Works! 
reports  these  targets  because  target-setting  is  an  important  part  of  the  accountability 
agenda,  but  as  these  first  targets  are  truly  negotiated  over  the  course  of  this  year, 
some  may  change. 
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Two  Kinds  off  Targets 

Target  [ft]  Increasing  the  Percentage  of  Students  at  or  Above  Standard 

Schools  were  asked  to  consider  the  proportion  of  their  students  who  are  currently 
proficient  in  the  selected  test  areas  and  commit  to  increasing  that  proportion 
within  the  guidelines  of  3 to  5%  a year.  That  number  was  multiplied  by  three  to 
obtain  a three-year  target  for  the  year  2001,  a number  that  should  fall  within 
9 to  15%.  Again,  the  three-year  target-setting  exercise  will  give  schools  a chance 
to  accommodate  the  especially  high  or  low-performing  individual  class. 

Target  [§]  Reducing  the  Percentage  of  Students  at  the  Lowest 
Performance  Level 

Schools  used  the  same  3 to  5%  guidelines  to  set  targets  to  reduce  the  proportion 
of  their  lowest  achieving  students.  Some  schools  have  a large  number  of  students 
performing  at  the  lowest  level,  or  ‘Little  Evidence  of  Achievement.’  Those  schools 
merely  applied  the  guide  numbers  to  that  group.  If  there  were  less  than  10%  at 
this  level,  the  school  added  the  percentage  of  students  at  the  next  lowest  level,  or 
‘Below  the  Standard’.  Those  schools  applied  the  guide  numbers  to  the  combined 
lowest  two  achievement  levels.  In  rare  cases,  schools  had  less  than  10%  of  their 
student  population  in  the  two  lowest  categories  combined.  Some  of  these  schools 
used  all  three  groups  of  students  performing  below  the  standard  to  set  a target, 
and  in  these  few  cases  the  two  target  numbers  are  merely  inverses  of  one  another. 


When  the  three  years  are  over  and  we  have  data  points  for  the  averaged  actual 
achievement,  the  chart  will  change  to  a trend  chart  that  show  achievement  against  the 
negotiated  targets.  These  two  lines  will  illustrate  whether  or  not  the  schools  are  actu- 
ally hitting  their  targets  — using  the  three-year  rolling  averages.  Ultimately  the  charts 
will  be  able  to  show  the  progress  that  schools,  and  the  state,  are  making  towards  the 
goal  of  all  children  achieving  100%  proficiency. 


After  three  years,  the  data  will  begin  to  show  research-based  evidence  as  to  whether 
schools  are  making  adequate  yearly  progress.  In  the  event  they  have  not,  they  will  be 
subject  to  a process  of  progressive  support  and  intervention.  The  policy  for  this 
process  has  been  drafted,  but  not  finalized.  However,  the  state  does  not  intend  to 
wait  a full  three  years  to  begin  to  support  and  intervene  in  schools  which  are  already 
known  to  be  under-performing  or  dramatically  under-resourced,  on  the  basis  of  other 
information.  RIDE  has  either  begun  to  engage  with  these  schools  already  or  will 
soon. 
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State-opeirated  Schools 

The  section  for  State-operated  Schools  follows  the  other  schools  in  this  report. 
State-operated  schools  fall  under  the  auspices  of  the  Board  of  Regents  and  are 
almost  exclusively  funded  by  state  funds. 

Airea  Caireeir  and  Technical  Centers 

The  data  for  the  Career  and  Technical  Centers  (RI  Education  Law  16-45)  are 
being  reported  for  the  first  time  this  year.  The  information  in  Field  #3,  the  pie  charts 
describing  the  students’  characteristics,  is  reported  in  a slightly  different  manner  from 
the  other  schools  because  it  is  gathered  from  different  sources.  In  years  to  come,  we 
hope  to  make  the  information  on  the  Career  and  Technical  Centers  more  comparable 
with  the  other  schools. 
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Rhode  Island 


Rhode  Island 


Peter  McWalters,  Commissioner 
153,342  Students 
10,656  Teachers 
37  School  Districts 
320  Schools 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
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SAT 
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%of  seniors 
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64 
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programs 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 
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Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  state 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

13% 

( 34% 

3%  1% 

12% 

/ tS 

11% 

4%^^: 

J 

87% 

66%  N.  y 
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^ ^ 77% 
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85% 

D Public 
D Non-Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  OHispanic 
[H  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 

1 Self-Contained 
0 Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  state 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

185 

81 

35 

69 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

185 

71 

55 

59 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

185 

78 

39 

68 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

185 

78 

41 

66 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

53 

24 

14 

15 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

53 

20 

13 

20 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 
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18 

21 

13 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

53 

12 

22 

18 

High  School 
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51 
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21 

21 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

51 

27 

16 

8 

Rl  Writing 

51 

8 

20 

23 

r 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  1 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

52 

70 

66 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

Elementary 
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High  | 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

35 

86 

95 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

73 

62 

75 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

9 

20 

35 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

lor  more  information 


I State  Average  ) 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

3.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

90 

4.  Stability  (%) 

84.76 

5.  Mobility  (%) 

19.71 

6.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.31 

7.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

472/10028 

8.  Suspensions/Total  # of  Students* 

35481/1 53342 

9.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

17.95 

10.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

82.05 

Rhode  Island 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

39,172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

14,981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

309,319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

20.70 

State  financial 
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More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  IN  FORMATION 

i j 

Financial  Inf  ormation  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  I si  and  districts  and  schools  will  be  avail  able  under 

I 

\ separate  cover.  I 
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District  Mobility 
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more  than  25  years 
in  the  field  of  education 
State  average  = 25% 


Sorted  by 
median  family 
income 


H Student  Mobility  Q Teacher  Mobility  Q Principal  Mobility 

SYSTEM  INSTABILITY : This  chart  shows  the  extent  to  which  a school  system  is  being  disturbed  by  student,  teacher,  and 
administrator  turnover.  The  percentage  of  student  mobility  represents  those  students  who  moved  into  or  out  of  the  school  during 
the  school  year  as  compared  to  Fall  enrollments.  This  percentage  does  not  include  the  number  of  students  in  incoming  or  out- 
going classes  who  would  turnover  in  the  normal  course  of  matriculation.  Staff  mobility  was  calculated  based  on  administrator 
reports  of  the  total  number  of  teachers  newly  hired  to  the  school  minus  any  classroom  teacher  positions  lost  in  the  previous 
year.  Prinicipal  mobility  was  based  on  principal  reports  on  whether  they  were  new  to  this  particular  school  during  the  1997-98 
school  year.  Both  the  teacher  and  principal  numbers  were  converted  to  a percentage  of  the  total  teaching  staff  and  district 
principals.  The  results  were  then  multiplied  by  two  since  it  takes  more  than  a year  for  professionals  to  adjust  to  a new  school 
and  become  a fully  functioning  member  of  the  school  community. 

Data  source  for  Student  Mobffity:  RIDE  SALT  Data  Collection  form 
Data  source  for  Teacher  and  Principal  Mobility:  SALT  Survey 
Data  source  for  median  family  income:  National  Center  for  Education  Statistics 
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Relative  Local  Tax  Effort  and  Capacity 
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O Tax  Effort:  The  extent  to  which  a district  is  taxed  in  relation  to  the  rest  of  the  state.  The  property  tax  of  the  municipality  is  divided 
by  the  statewide  property  tax  for  all  municipalities  and  multiplied  by  100. 

■ Property  Tax  Capacity:  The  amount  of  taxable  property  wealth  available  to  a municipality  per  capita.  For  educational  purposes 
in  the  regional  school  districts,  the  capacities  of  the  cities  and  towns  have  been  translated  into  district  capacities.  The  tax 
capacity  of  each  district  is  divided  by  the  statewide  capacity  and  then  multiplied  by  100. 


Data  Sources:  Rl  Department  of  Acfrninistration,  Division  of  Taxation 
National  Center  for  Education  Statistics 
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Barrington  District 


Ralph  A.  Malafronte,  Superintendent 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Student  participation  in 
public  school 
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s ubsi  dizeal  unch  programs 
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Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 
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1 
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% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major11 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

53  1 

50 

61 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

4 

18 

36 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
95.21 

State  Averag e . j 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

93.21 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

4.63 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.31 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/208 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

277/3028 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

4.12 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

95.88 

82.05 
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Barrington  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

59483 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

24965 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

565523 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

219 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

63 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

20 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Total 

Expenditures 


Total 

Instructional 

Expenditures 


Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities  Transportation 

Administrative  Services  Management 

Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


n State  D District 


8%  1% 


□ Local  □ State  ■ Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


i More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  i 

I separate  cover.  ! 

j 1 


1.00 


Barrington  High  School 


Barrington  District 
John  R.  Gray,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
806  Students 
64  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


49 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


28 


26 


29 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


35 


42 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□.A.Qhi9y.Qd.th9.$.tftndard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


16 


O Exemplary 
□ Proficient 


l~~i  Below  Proficient 

^•Considerably  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  554  489 


Verbal  average  550  494 


% of  seniors 
taking  tests  85 


% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  80  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample . 

Range  I 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


( Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


r rrrr 


60- 


40 


0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

o 

1% 

rn 

o 

2% 

12% 

100% 

98% 

w 

100% 

w 

85% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

EH  White  B Black  EHHispanic 

EH  Non -Recipients 

0 Non-Recipients 

Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

B ESL  0 Bilingual 

B Resource 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

D Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


4%  2%7% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an 


explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Barrington  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

lor  school  goals 


PRESIDENTIAL  SCHOLAR  AND  DISTINGUISHED  TEACHER:  Honored  for  the  second  consecutive  year  to  have  one  of  the  two 
students  in  Rl  identified  as  a Presidential  Scholar  and  to  have  one  of  the  student's  teachers. 

CURRICULUM  FRAMEWORKS:  Staff  researched,  reviewed  and  developed  curriculum  frameworks  for  all  academic  areas. 

SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT:  A representative  committee  of  citizens  realized  the  approval  of  a $14.2  million  bond 
referendum  that  will  allow  for  additions  and  renovations  to  the  high  school  so  that  it  will  support  programs  into  the  21st  century. 


writing  skffls 
instruction 


their  reports 
and  papers 


reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


hands-on 
teaming 
(manipuiatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


L 

ThisJSchool 

This  District ...  _ __ 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

98.59 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

45.41 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.75 

95.21 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

89 

NA 

89 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.59 

93.21 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.28 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.03 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/64 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

223/806 

277/3028 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

4.12 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

95.88 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  indvidual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


1.01 

50 


Barrington  Middle  School 


Barrington  District 

Richard  K.  Wheeler,  Jr.,  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

724  Students 

56  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


37 

_5_ 

9 

14 

12 

16 

49 

42 

40 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .. . □ Achi9VQd.th0.5.tftndard. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

27 

19 

66 

81 

72 

31 

18 

25 

36 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

13 

10 

22 

Achievement 

— 



n 



B 



10 

lL 

13 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


39 


n Exemplary 

. . □.PMCient 

□ Below  Proficient 

’’H'Corisid'erably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — | | 

Range  1 1 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  —dm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 - 

80  — 

60...Et?.  — 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C33 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 

O) 

1%  2% 

r r ) 

o 

13% 

w 

96% 

97% 

100% 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

0 Not  Eligible 

□whiteHBIackQ  Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
[T!]  Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
1 Resource 
D Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


85% 

| j D>d  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coflege 
1^1 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
ware  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


fWAl++OQ 
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| 5 O 
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II 


**0*  * 


15 
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If! 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Barrington  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Highest  test  scores  in  Rhode  Island-Barrington  Middle  School  received  the  highest  test  scores  of  all  comparable  schools  in  all  areas  of 
State  assessment  scores. 

Feinstein  Youth  Hunger  Brigade  Award:  Barrington  Middle  School  has  received  this  Feinstein  award  three  years  in  a row. 

Two  Year  Looping  is  a Success:  Barrington  Middle  School  has  successfully  completed  the  second  year  of  its  two  year  alternative 
learning  - looping  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 
4 0 

3.0 

2.0 


wal 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
Instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  i 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.85 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.27 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.24 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

83 

83 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.73 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.60 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.66 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/56 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

53/724 

277/3028 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 

93  w 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1.02 


Hampden  Meadows  School 


Barrington  District 
Helen  Barboza,  Principal 
Grades  04-05 
508  Students 
32  Teachers 


100 

20 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

61 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

16 

0 

SKILLS. 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


48 


36 


CONCEPTS 


32 


29 


27 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


64 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


45 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  .the  .$t?nd?rd. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘□Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school. 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


BEADING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100  - 

1 l 

80 

Cfl 

DU 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


l 


3 


f 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

5% 

/-TTx 

1%1%2% 

2% 

16%  s. 

1%  6% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

(2) 

95% 

(D 

97% 

O 

100% 

© 

83% 

0 

88%  

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

[ 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

H ESL  □ Bilingual 

H Resource 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don!  know 

i.na 

o 
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Hampden  Meadows  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  sc  hod  goals 


Working  Wonders  Focus  School-All  faculty  worked  with  the  East  Bay  Educational  Collaborative  to  hone  skills  in  mathematics,  science  and 
assessment. 

Faculty  Sharing  Time-All  faculty  now  have  a 30-minute  common  planning  time  in  which  to  share  ideas  or  technology  integration,  rubrics, 
alternative  assessments,  instruction. 

End  of  Year  Celebration:  All  children  participated  in  celebration  of  achievements  in  academics  and  service  to  school  and  community. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^kly 

5.0  fethly 

4.0  joy&terfy 

_ rvera) 

3.0 


2.0 


1.0 


-Year 

frhcaA 

Year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
readng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
Instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  schooi  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 


on  howto  help 
with  schooi 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


[ 

Thi.s.School _ 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

92.32 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.25 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.33 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.67 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/32 

0/208 

472/1 0028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/508 

277/3028 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

I 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

, performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


21 

£ 


NA 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


-76-- 


65 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

.MelCsL... 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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1.03 


Nayatt  School 


Barrington  District 
Jacqueline  B.  Forbes,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
349  Students 
16  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


32 


H Exemplary 

fl  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


B 


) 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
s ubsidizecf lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

O') 

3%  2%  1 0/0 

fiS 

2% 

15% 

97% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

w 

95% 

□ White  |Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 

(ZJ 

83% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

IS]  Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


t 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Nayatt  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Academic  Excellence-Continued  excellent  academic  achievement  in  reading  comprehension  and  mathematics  as  measured  on  FRB 
standardized  assessments. 

Parent  lnvolvement-82%  of  SALT  Parent  Survey  respondents  volunteered  during  the  1997-98  school  year. 

Site-based  Improvement  Plans-lmplemented  Good  Citizenship  and  Courtesy  Program. 


Response  

Choices  py 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4 0 jOi&terty 

3.0 


'eral 

,-Year 


2.0 

1.0  R*#* 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
rtst  ruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 


fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


’ This  School 

This  District 

t 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

95.65 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.74 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.01 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.54 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.61 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/349 

277/3028 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  Information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report 


j 


o 
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1.04 


Primrose  Hill  School 


Barrington  District 
Elizabeth  Durfee,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
333  Students 
21  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


G Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


1 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

6% 

1%  2% 

3% 

(T) 

n 

r\ 

13% 

94%  ^ ^ 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

L 

J 

97% 

KJ 

100% 

£ 

J 

84% 

O White  MBlack  G Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

G Non-Recipients 

n Not  Eligible 

G Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

G Native  American 

G Other  Programs 

G Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Primrose  Hill  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


Access  to  technology-new  technology  and  training  have  provided  opportunities  for  teachers  and  students  to  increase  their  knowledge  and 
skill. 

Collaboration  & Planning-initiated  a duty-free  schedule  that  provided  teachers  the  time  for  collaboration  and  planning  between  classes  and 


* See  Web  grades, 

for  school  goals 

KIDS  Time-Keeping  Kids  Interested  During  SummerTlme  is  a motivational  program  to  keep  students  practicing  academic  skills  all  year.  It 
includes  an  on-site  academic  learning  camp  for  at-risk  students. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials  mathematical 

Instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulates,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School  . 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.00 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.52 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.44 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.46 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/333 

277/3028 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

4.12 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 

1 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


1.05 


Sowams  Elementary  School 


Barrington  District 

Dr.  Donna  A.  Morelle,  Principal 

Grades  K-03 

308  Students 

19  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


46 


0 Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

fl  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


20 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


' 

This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report.  I 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(T) 

4°/c 

> 

o 

3% 

r\ 

J 

96% 

w 

100% 

78% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  H Black  [DHispanic 
ID  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E Other  Programs 

E Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 
on  non- proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


! 


I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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So  warns  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Technology  Integration-Sowams  School  productivity  was  vastly  improved  through  the  use  of  Champlin  Funds,  Rl  Legislative  Technology 
Initiative  Funds  and  the  implementation  of  NETDAY  97,  a collaboration  of  community  and  school  volunteer  efforts. 

Professional  Development-Staff  expertise  in  performance-based  assessment  and  differentiating  instruction  was  addressed  to  better  meet 
the  needs  of  our  diverse  learners. 

School  Improvement-School  Improvement  Team  established  a collaborative  process  to  focus  the  entire  school  community  on  the 
achievement  of  the  major  objectives  in  our  School  Improvement  Plan. 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ' 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

99.59 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

73.75 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.07 

95.21 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.75 

93.21 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.49 

4.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.43 

97.31 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

0/208 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/308 

277/3028 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

4.12 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

95.88 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  TNs  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


TNs  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


1.06 


Ddq{?®[7DDQS]GdCDDQ  M®[?[M 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


HBFDgftoB  Wairirotni 


Bristol  Warren  District 


Guy  N.  DiBiasio,  Ed.D.,  Superintendent 
3971  Students 
274  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


100 

7 

13 

13 

ii 

15 

80 

36 

Percentage  of 

50 

1 5 

47 

38 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

students  at 

60 

46 

J0  Aohisv^d  the  Standard 

each  performance 

63 

59 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

level  on  the 

40 

32 

33 

Standard 

elementary  school 

87 

41 

‘ Q Below  the  Standard 

assessments 

20 

33 

38 

16 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

27 

30 

20 

0 

11 



mm 



10 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

n 

INnPPTS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PROBLEM  1 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


18 


n Exemplary 
.Q  Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) (GRADE  8) 


21 

6 

16 

13 

13 

=3= 

zz: 

21 

=3= 

Z&2 

32 

22 

47 

— 

74 

62 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D . Aq  hi  ev  Qd.  the.  S.tAOdArc) 
□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

— 

— 

41  j 

— 

47 

32 

29 

0 Below  the  Standard 

42 

— 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

28 

15 

24 

33 

9 

26 

21 

skills! 

, 

^WRITING : EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


17 

PI  Exemplary 

40  n.Pro/iciept. 

n Below  Proficient 

■ "B  Considerably  ■■■ 
Below  Proficient 


43 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE  10) 


100 

11 

=3= 

9 

pn 

8 

JL 

=*] 

80 

11 

10 

28 

35 

60 

43 

33 

44 

— 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Exemplary 
f~l  Proficient 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

□ Below  Proficient 

40 

55 

Standard 

-"□  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

44 

B Considerably-  --- 
Below  Proficient 

20 

25 

46 

36 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

n 

22 

10 

19 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

474 

489 

Verbal  average 

486 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

65 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Bristol  Warren  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

24% 

0 

r) 

29% 

1%  1% 

rr> 

4% 

(\ 

12% 

4% 

V 

' 75% 

^ 

98% 

J 

96% 

83% 

□ Public 

■ Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 
I"!  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
[[%]  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 

□ Resource 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

* Above 
Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

in  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

1 

0 

1 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeded 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

the  standard 
compared  with 

olmllar  otnHonto 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

smitiiicu  oiuuciiio 
otntouriHp 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

c 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty  All  Seniors  I 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

43 

72 

66 

Selected  SALT 

i 

Elementary 

Middle  High  ! 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

76 

95 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "majori' 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

90 

70 

81 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

12 

17 

41 

• Y~  ~ 

District  Average 

State  Average 

{ 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.74 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

93.19 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

13.17 

19.71 

*Cno  WaK 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.25 

96.31 

SCO  weo 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed/  Total  # of  Teachers* 

15/274 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1499/3971 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

19.98 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

80.02 

82.05 

0“ 

ERIC 


G3 


Bristol  Warren  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/A| 

QJi**n* 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


64 


2.00 


Bristol  Warren  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

36329 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

14504 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

360375 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

92 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

80 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

22 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


8,642 


7,838 


Total 

Expenditures 


Sources  of  Revenue 


3% 


48% 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


6,664 


5,948 


665  635 


186  141 


680  829 


358  373 


Total 

Instructional 

Expenditures 


Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Administrative  Services  Management 

Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


49% 


D Local  D State  B Federal 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


D State  D District 

General  and  Targeted  Instructional  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


7,643 


5,948 


6,664 


4,093 


4,335  <^626 


7,313 


5,299 


2,636 

2,521 

1,661 

Total  General  Career  Special  - 

Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools 


Limited  Compensatory 
English 
Proficiency 


1 More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  cfistrict  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  ; WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  restricts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


o 

ERLC 
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2.00 


Byfield  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Nancy  Ayer  Gagliardi,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
184  Students 
9 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


33 

□ ’Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

43  B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


24 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

33% 

67%  ^ 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

t%l% 

© 

99% 

□ WhiteBBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

O 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

5% 

t5% 

© 

80% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


r 

- 


j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


I 

j 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation *of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Byfield  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SITE  BASED  PLANNING  TEAM:  Parents,  staff,  community  members  and  the  principal  met  monthly  to  develop  school  goals  to  improve 
student  achievement. 

ACTION  TEAMS:  The  Site-Based  Planning  Team  established  Action  Teams  to  develop  specific  plans  to  implement  the  school  goals. 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  ACTION  PLAN:  Ourfirst  plans  were  successfully  implemented  in  January  1998. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 

6.0  jjvebkty 

Selected 

5 0 Mgrfohly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  gyarariy 

Several 

findings 

3.o 

(T eacher  responses)  Once  A 

2 0 tea 7 

1.0 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

tnst  act  ion 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School.  

This  District 

The  State  . 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

56.52 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.63 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.72 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

10.82 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.83 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/9 

15/274 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/184 

1499/3971 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  [ 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

yearly  j 

progress 


ERIC 
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2.01 


Child  Street  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Emily  M.  White,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
151  Students 
10  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 

1 00 " " r-ri 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


0 


80 

60 

40 

20 


33 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
— Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

i%  i% 

9% 

00 

5s 

/ 35% 

f1 ) 

65% 

v_y 

92% 

91% 

90% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  |Black  [^Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 

FH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

|T!1  Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  more  informal  bn 
on  non- proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


“O' 

ERIC 


Child  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Artist  in  Residence. 
Kickemuit  Readers. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

£v§§kty 

5.0 

^thly 

4.0 

3.0 

Sever  ^ 

2.0 

1.0 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reacfing  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(marqpuialives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  Invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  efferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

58.82 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.63 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.50 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/10 

15/274 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/151 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS1  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 
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2.02 


Colt-Andrews  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Joni  J.  Power,  Principal 
Grades  04-05 
375  Students 
37  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


46 


32 


CONCEPTS 


64 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


14 

20 

49 

45 

40 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .0  Achieved  .the  .$tepcteid 

60 

31 

62 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'"0  Below  the  Standard 

34 

39 

jp  Little  Evidence  of 

18 

8 

9 

18 

27 

14 

Achievement 

WRITING: 

CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


...j 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 -B 

40 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


crri 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%  1% 

6% 

9% 

31% 

00 

17% 

P) 

69% 

98% 

94% 

K. 

/ 74% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

O White  HBIack  0 Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


20% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
j | Graduated  from  coflege 
mi  I don’t  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Colt- Andrews  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Colt-Andrews  School  was  networked.  All  classrooms  were  connected  to  the  world  via  the  internet. 

Site-Based  Plan:  A site-based  plan  for  school  improvement  was  developed  by  a team  of  teachers,  parents,  and  community  citizens. 
Academic  Excellence:  Forty-two  students  received  Presidential  Educational  Excellence  and  Improvement  Awards. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  jwJfeMy 

5.0  fethty 

4.0 

3.0 


Literacy 


A'Year 


?nbnce,A 
20  Year 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

97.37 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.00 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.66 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.43 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.16 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.39 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/37 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/375 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  Informal  ion 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

JeXSlfei 

J©Y?!(s.l 

.level  (si... 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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2.03 


Guiteras  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Michael  P.  Carbone,  Jr.,  Principal 
Grade  6 
301  Students 
NA  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 

4% 

y 23% 

C© 

© 

0 

D 

16% 

D 
— 80% 

77% 

99% 

96% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

n Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

| Resource 

E3  Native  American 

E)  Other  Programs 

E]  Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  r — — — — — — — — — 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

* See  Web  j 

for  more  informal  ion  \ , — . — — — — — — 

on  non-prof  blent 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


0 
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Gu  It  eras  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights". 


Response 
Choices  I T 


Literacy 


Selected 
SALT 
survey 
. findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^dy 

5.0  MjniWy 

4.0  §yafterfy 


3.0 


everal 


20  BSF* 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skflb 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  riagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiailves, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  | 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.21 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.49 

83.35 

74.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.72 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/NA 

15/274 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

82/301 

1499/3971 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


L 


o 

ERLC 
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2.04 


Hugh  Cole  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 

Karen  E.  Annotti,  Ed.D.,  Principal 

Grades  K-05 

431  Students 

23  Teachers 


100 

-3- 

80 

Percentage  of 

47 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

33 

assessments 

20 

18 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


47 


CONCEPTS 


10 


72 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


68 


45 


28 


30 


35 


56 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

_Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

* '□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


43 


0 Exemplary 

. .□  PrQtlcient 

. 0 Below  Proficient 

’ B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual 


Data  0% 

Not  aii 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eliai  bility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2% 

5% 

10%  3% 

f 35% 

65% Jy 

97% 

95% 

J 

87% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BBIack  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


37%  / 

/ ^^B  35°/c 

vy 

24% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1~~|  Graduated  from  college 

[X]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[nm| 


>.  >» 

s i 

n 


★★00 


min 

s“|iso 


s i 


-e  '-b  -e 
iu  e iu 


w iS  o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 

★★oorT 

♦★n 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffis  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

II 


^★★ool  li 


::lf. 

> co  9- 


M 


f I 

5 6 


.5  & .5 


' UJ  o 


1 N/A  | 


II 


★★00 


Jfflfl 

f ir° 


si 


tk 


& 

S | s 


w £ O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hugh  Cole  School 


information  WorksI  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT:  Became  a SALT  Pilot  School  supported  by  Working  Wonders  II  grant  funding. 

FAMILY  SUPPORT:  Piloted  a school-based  after  school  day  care  program  modeled  on  the  Yale  Bush  School  of  the  21st  Century. 

INCLUSION:  Continued  to  integrate  students  in  all  categorical  programs  into  regular  education  classes  through  collaborative  teaching  and 
district  support. 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.15 

92.74 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

22 

NA 

20 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

83.87 

93.19 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.28 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.15 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/23 

1 5/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

14/431 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


75 


2.05 


Kickemuit  Middle  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Michael  P.  Carbone,  Jr.,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
618  Students 
59  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


21 


15 
SKILLS 


29 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


74 


28 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . Achi^ved.th^.SMndard. . 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

~~ ~l~l  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


17 


40 


PI  Exemplary 

. . □.PrpfigiQnt 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — j 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data  O 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 

(Pari’cipation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 

60-  - 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


75% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1%1% 


□ White  H Blackd  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingua]  education 


97% 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
[TT]  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


2% 


<7) 

82% 


I~1  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


20% 


35% 


20% 


19% 


I | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
[TT]  l don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


[nm] 


% i 


sis*!! 

t 3 


ig 

5 o 


.5  5*5 


1 £ o 

■8 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/Al 

-C 

un 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Klckemult  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


SALT  VISITATION:  We  served  as  a pilot  school  for  the  visit  and  found  results  to  be  very  worthwhile,  especially  in  revising  our  strategic 
plans. 

CONSTRUCTION:  We  added  40,000  sq.  ft.  to  the  building  which  enables  our6th  grade  population  space  at  Kickemuit  Middle  School  and 
expands  the  Library  Media  Center. 

TECHNOLOGY:  250  Pentium  computers  were  distributed  to  classrooms  and  computer  labs.  Sixty  televisions  were  installed. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  reacfng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  cfiagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  h cm  to  help 
with  school 
work 

l 

; 1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.21 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.49 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.50 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

76 

76 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.68 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.56 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.00 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/59 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

277/618 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  incfividual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

J e.V9l(s  1 ley9J.Cs). leypjfs)  . . Lev  el  {§ ) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


77 


2.06 


Main  Street  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Emily  M.  White,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
148  Students 
11  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


_5_ 

42 


PI  Exemplary 

n Proficient 

H Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
•■•Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met  j 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the  j 

percentage  of  * : 

similar  students 
statewide 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%  1% 

9% 

3% 

14% 

Characteristics 

/ 33% 

vP\ 

A 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

i3 

CD 

99% 

91% 

j 

83% 

^ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

Q Not  Eligible 

□ White  HBIackQHispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

Q Non-Recipients 

Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

| Resource 

d Native  American 

d Other  Programs 

d Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  \ 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

* See  Web 

for  more  Worms! ion  ■— 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Main  Street  School 


Information  Works I School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  j 

sch0°*  This  school  did  not  submit  ’'Highlights”. 

* See  Web  f 

for  school  grab  ( _ . _ _ r r 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 


[ 

....... This.  School 

This.District 

„„TheState j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.24 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.86 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

100.00 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

0.00 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

87.42 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/11 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/148 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  Information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  ; ~ " ■* 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report 

yearly 

progress  " ~ ‘ 
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2.07 


Bristol  Warren  District 

Mt.  Hope  Hiah  School  Denise  M.  Boule,  Principal 

r ® Grades  09-12 

1150  Students 
85  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing  SAT 


100 

(GRADE  10) 

(GRADE  9) 

(GRADE10) 

11 

9 

pc 

6 

_5_ 

This  School 

State 

80 

11 

10 

26 

35 

Math  average 

474 

489 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

43 

33 

44 

— 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. P.AQhievQd.tb9.6tftndftiti 

O Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

486 

494 

each  performance 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- 1~1  Below  the  Standard  • • ■ 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

! 

□ Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 

65 

64 

level  on  the 

40 

55 

44 

■-Considerably*- 
Below  Proficient 

taking  tests 

high  school 
assessments 

20 

25 

46 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

22 

36 

10 

19 

0 

SKILLS 

\ 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  I 


Actual  — 


Data  Q 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 
60 
40 

20 oOrj t»9 L 

■ ■ 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

27% 

1%1% 

1% 

5% 

10% 

(A 

73%  ^ ^ 

vJ 

98% 

V / 

99% 

J 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  H Black  □ Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 
□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
1 Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


20% 


15% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
FT]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  | 

♦ On 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
' While 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Rl  Writing 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Mt.  Hope  High  School 


Information  Works I School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Employer  Partnership:  A project  involving  working  with  the  community,  the  Rl  Veteran's  home  and  the  URI  master  gardeners. 

Working  with  children:  The  high  school  students  worked  with  teacher  mentors  at  the  elementary  school  assisting  in  the  classroom 
and  working  directly  with  the  children. 

Establishing  a computer  graphics  lab:  The  computer  graphics  lab  made  the  school  newspaper  possible  and  was  responsible  for  the 
formation  of  a partnership  with  the  East  Bay  newspaper. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

92.13 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

76.96 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

89.39 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

95 

95 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.53 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

14.66 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.37 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/85 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1125/1150 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

19.98 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

80.02 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


2.08 


Oliver  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Nancy  Ayer  Gagliardi,  Principal 
Grade  K 
66  Students 
2 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

15% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

0 

O 

O' 

77% 

97% 

100% 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

O WhiteHBIack  QHispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

0 Native  American 

pother  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Oliver  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SITE  BASED  PLANNING  TEAM:  Parents,  staff,  community  members  and  the  Principal  of  Oliver  Walley  Schools  met  monthly  to  develop 
school  goals  to  improve  student  achievement. 

ACTION  TEAMS:  The  Site-Based  Planning  Team  established  Action  Teams  to  develop  specific  plans  to  implement  the  school  goals. 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  ACTION  PLAN:  Qjr  first  action  plans  were  successfully  implemented  in  January  1998. 


Choices 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Mpothty 

4.0  jcji&terty 
Several 

30  fe 

20^ 


.o  jtes** 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reacfing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  cffterent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


H 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.17 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.91 

92.74 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

21 

NA 

20 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

82.61 

93.19 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.04 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.94 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Ried  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/2 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/66 

1499/3971 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  a!  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 
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2.09 


Reynolds  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Arlene  C.  Miguel,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
171  Students 
13  Teachers 


100 

ZSZ 

Percentage  of  80 

26 

students  at 

each  performance  60 

level  on  the 

35 

elementary  school  40 

assessments 

20 

35 

n 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ 'Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

f 36% 

1%  4%  1% 

25% 

6% 

10%  ^ 

64% 

w 

95% 

^ ' 75% 

J 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White^Black  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  Worm  alien 
on  non- proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Reynolds  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Staff  development-91  % of  Reynolds  school  staff  (22)  participated  in  staff  development.  In  addition,  the  staff  logged  523  hours  of  personal 
time  devoted  to  conferences,  workshops,  committees  and  professional  reading. 

School-based  planning-the  staff  and  community  worked  together  to  create  Reynolds'  mission,  objective  tactics  and  action  plans. 

Services-Reynolds  school  has  developed  a collaborative  tutoring  program  for  the  summer  to  help  children  maintain  and  increase  their 
academic  progress. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0 
5.0 

4 0 jOyatteriy 


Literacy 


Ipveral 


3-0  Pir 

2-0 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


f 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.97 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

72.22 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.89 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.04 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/171 

1499/3971 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  [ ' 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  repat. 

yearly 

progress  ~ ~ 
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Rockwell  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Arlene  C.  Miguel,  Principal 
Grades  PK-3 
192  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

80 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

60 

elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


24 

— Q Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

58  ■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

school  who  met  I ™ ~ 

or  exceeded  j 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the  J 

percentage  of  1 — - — — 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

18% 

r*\ 

2% 

(T) 

o 

8% 

-43 

W 

82% 

^ 98% 

100% 

J 

x80% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

0 Not  Eligible 

0 White  iBIack  0Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non -Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  r- — — — * •* -■■■■■  - — 

I 

exceeded  j 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

I * 

* See  Web  j 

for  more  informal  Ion  ! - - - — - \ 

on  non- proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Rockwell  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


Technology-Rockwell  has  now  at  least  one  state  of  the  art  multimedia  computer  in  each  classroom.  Teachers  and  staff  often  work  after 
school  helping  each  other  learn  new  software. 

Early  Childhood  Accreditation-Rock  well's  preschool  and  kindergarten  programs  underwent  the  rigorous  accreditation  procedures  through 
NAEYC. 

Playground  Design-Through  a Very  Special  Arts  grant,  Rockwell's  grade  3 and  special  needs  students  worked  with  a design  artist  to  create 
models  of  visionary  playgrounds  for  our  school. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  informal  Ion 


LZ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

t 

l 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.21 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.15 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.53 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.95 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.36 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

1/1 92 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

! Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

Financial  Information 

| data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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targets  for 

adequate  TNs  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report 

yearly 

progress  ' l — _ ... 
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Walley  School 


Bristol  Warren  District 
Nancy  Ayer  Gagliardi,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
184  Students 
13  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


18 


62 


[3  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

school  who  met  “ j 

or  exceeded  | 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report.  ! 

compared  to  the  j 

percentage  of  — — — — ! 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
zedlunch 


subsidize 


programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


70% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


2% 


98% 

□ White  |Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


10% 


90% 

l~~1  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


92% 

I"!  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  i — 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

*See  Web 

for  more  information  * — 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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W alley  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SITE  BASED  PLANNING  TEAM:  Parents,  staff,  community  members  and  the  principal  of  Oliver  and  Walley  Schools  met  monthly  to  develop 
school  goals  to  improve  student  achievement. 

ACTION  TEAMS:  The  Site-Based  Planning  Team  established  Action  Teams  to  develop  specific  plans  to  implement  the  school  goals. 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  ACTION  PLAN:  Ojr  first  action  plans  were  successfully  implemented  in  January  1998. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soe  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.17 

86.87 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.08 

92.74 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.35 

93.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.24 

13.17 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.26 

97.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/13 

15/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/184 

1499/3971 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

19.98 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.02 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


90 


Burrillville  District 


Dr.  Marlyce  Adams,  Acting  Supt. 
2990  Students 
227  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


48 


32 


8 

SKILLS 


46 


34 


CONCEPTS 


10 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


10 


48 


37 


13 


37 


37 


15 


65 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


I""]  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. 0 Achieved  the  Standard . 

Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


47 


PI  Exemplary 
(^Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


19 

7 

14 

-0- 

13 

13 

11 

12= 

8 

32 

18 

39 

fi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 



70 

. . . . d AQhieYQcJ.  tbe.  standard 

PI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

— 

35 

45 

— 

85 

74 

29 

38 

— 

| Little  Evidence  of 

16  i 

1 

27 

29 

18 

11 

7 

15 

Achievement 

4 

r7~ 

/ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

^READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


52 


FI  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 
I~1  Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
studentsat 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


56 


0 -■L^ 
SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


10 


38 


13 


CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


56 


13 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  _thQ  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- Q Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


38 


D Exemplary 

|~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Considerably- --- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

508 

489 

Verbal  average 

499 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

54 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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BurrilMlle  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

to/  io% 

19% 

1% 

(T\ 

rT\ 

8% 

90% 

\z) 

81% 

w 

99% 

100% 

85% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 
CD  Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  ■ Black  OHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 
CD  Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading;  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing;  Effectiveness) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading;  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 


Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  1 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

68 

78 

76 

i 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  ] 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

114 

107 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

67 

87 

87 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

5 

21 

43 

1 

District  Average 

State  Average 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.60 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

93.84 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

11.44 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.74 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

8/227 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

687/2990 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

11.74 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

88.26 

82.05 

O I 
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Burrillville  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


4 fewer  than 
»10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I N/A 1 

oo*on+l 

T 

[♦  on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfepanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

S 


InTaI 
>>  >> 

ii 
5 5 


QQ*oi  m 

siflii 

“ * 8-  S 5o 


.B&S 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


4 fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


o 

ERIC 
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3.00 


Burrlllvllle  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

41349 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

13282 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

197886 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

78 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

87 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

20 

21 

District  financial 
information 


$14,000 
$12,000 
$10,000 
$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 
$0  ■ 


6,903 


5,948 


5,147 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  567 


186  166 


680  532 


IL 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstiuctional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


358  491 


r 


n_ 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


D Local  D State  H Federal 


Financial  Information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
separate  cover. 
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3.00 


Austin  T.  Levy  School 


Burrillville  District 
Karen  Cappelli,  Principal 
Grades  K-01 
442  Students 
35  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

j 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2% 

(T\ 

1% 

(T) 

6% 

~4T) 

attending 
this  school 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

97% 

□ White  HBlack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

w 

99% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

^ ^ 80% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  

exceeded  ; 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

* So©  Web  } 

for  more  information  — 

on  non- proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Austin  T.  Levy  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goafs 


Technology -The  district  and  school  Technology  Plan  has  initiated  the  advancement  of  resources  in  our  school.  We  are  presently  equipped 
with  a computer  lab,  and  25  additional  computers  to  be  used  in  classrooms. 

P.A.C./Staff  Playground  Project-Several  grant  awards,  fund  raising  profits  and  "countless"  supports  have  enabled  us  to  construct  a "new" 
playground  at  A.T.  Levy. 

NAEYC  Accreditation-Qjr  application  was  "accepted"  to  the  National  Association  of  Education  of  Young  Children  accreditation  process;  to 


begin  in  August,  1998. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Numeracy 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  (afferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ; 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

72.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

82.67 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.44 

94.60 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.60 

93.84 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.69 

11.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.97 

96.74 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/35 

8/227 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/442 

687/2990 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

11.74 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.26 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


o 
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3.01 


Burrillville  High  School 


Burrillville  District 
Stephen  Mitchell,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
918  Students 
71  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

10 

5 

SKILLS 

56 


10 


38 


18 


22 

56 

l 

13 

El 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 


CD  .Ac  hi  eysd.the.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

|~1  Below  the  Standard  - - - 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


30 


O Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably  -- 
Below  Proficient 


CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

508 

489 

Verbal  average 

499 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

54 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data  O 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 

20- 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

rr 

n 

h 

* 

r\ 

w 

91% 

w 

99% 

100% 

y 

89% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
CD  Not  Eligible 

CD  White  H Black  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

CD  Non -Recipients 
| ESL  n Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

CD  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


24% 


33% 


24% 

I | Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I~1  Graduated  from  college 
E)l  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  more  infamalion 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


ERiC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Burrlllville  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Mathematics  Systemic  Change  Grant:  Received  National  Science  Foundation  Grant  to  develop  and  implement  an  IMP  mathematics 
program. 

High  School  Literature  Sequence:  Incorporated  a new  literature  sequence  to  broaden  student  awareness  and  appreciation  to  both 
world  and  multicultural  literature. 

Biotechnology  Class:  Burri  I Mile's  biotechnology  students  and  faculty  established  an  alliance  with  Brown  Medical  School, 
University  of  Massachusetts  Medical  School  and  Landmark  Hospital  as  part  of  its  curricular  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^Idy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Sj&terly 

feveral 

2.0 

1.0  feer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 


(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  \ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

65.15 

72.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.03 

82.67 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.77 

94.60 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

107 

107 

95 

6.  Stability  {%) 

91.98 

93.84 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

11.17 

11.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.12 

96.74 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/71 

8/227 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

386/918 

687/2990 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

11.74 

11.74 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

88.26 

88.26 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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3.02 


Burrillville  Middle  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


19 

32 

— 

29 

16 

SKILLS 

7 

14 


35 


13 

13 


18 

~7~ 


=2= 

8 

|"1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achieved  .the.  Standard. 

85 

74 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

7 

=3= 

15 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Burrillville  District 
Lee  Malbon,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
769  Students 
54  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


24 

— 

\Z 1 Exemplary 

I-!  Proficient 

52 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

24 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample  — i | 
Range  


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

100 

80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Particpation  Rale  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

n *T 

r\ 

r\ 

CD 

P) 

79% 

100% 

100% 

— 86% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  ■ BlackO  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


[ | Did  not  finish  high  school 
^ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
[ | Graduated  from  college 
[T\]  l don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  bn 
on  non-prof  bient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Burrillville  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


School-Wide  Enrichment  Program:  A school -wide  enrichment  program  provides  opportunities  for  students  to  explore  topics  of  personal  interest 
"In  their  own  words"  and  develop  skills  in  both  academic  and  leisure-time  subjects  during  the  school  year  and  summer  vacation.  620  students  (80%  of  the  population) 
Highlights  from  the  were  enrolled  in  36  activities. 

Student  Achievement:  Students  were  recognized  for  high  achievement  by  Feinstein  Foundation,  Band  recognition,  NASA  Student  Science 
Involvement  Program,  Northern  Division  Champions  in  boys' and  girts' Cross  Country.  Champions  in  wrestling,  hockey,  and  baseball. 


school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Discipline  Assistant  Program:  A management  team  of  7 teachers  volunteer  to  work  in  collaboration  with  the  principal  to  manage  student  behavior. 
Discipline  Assistants  meet  each  afternoon  with  the  principal  to  discuss  student  behavior  issues. 


L_  . 

This  School 

This  District 

TheState 

_1j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

65.45 

72.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.92 

82.67 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.39 

94.60 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

114 

114 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.97 

93.84 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.56 

11.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.20 

96.74 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/54 

8/227 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

260/769 

687/2990 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

11.74 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.26 

82.00 

Financial  information 


. | 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


er!c 


-3  A A 


3.03 


Steere  Farm  Elementary  School 


Burrillville  District 
Ellen  Vermette,  Principal 
Grades  02-05 
450  Students 
34  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


10 


32 

8_ 
SKILLS 


30 


20 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


37 


39 


23 


38 

38 

21 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. d Achieved  the  .Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


PI  Exemplary 

n Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

r%r 

1% 

7% 

"4| 

,„w 

LJ 

98% 

100% 

VC 

X 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

0 White  HBIack  0 Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

FI  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

ED  Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


3% 


23% 

25% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
0 I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

{WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 


[NMl-fr+OOl  Id 


2 SPfl 

f*  « e-  fe  50 


5 &.S 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Steere  Farm  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


REORGANIZATION:  Implemented  redistricting  plan.  Steere  Farm  School  became  a grade  2-5  school. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICE  LEARNING:  Staff  worked  together  so  that  many  community  service  learning  opportunities  were  integrated  into  all 
curriculum  areas. 

BUSINESS  PARTNERHIPS:  School  adopted  by  Wright  Farm  Restaurant. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


4.0  ^5arteriy 
Several 

3.0  ms. 


A-Year 

<bnce.A 

Year 


2.0 


1 0 Never 

ta- 


uter acy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates , 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

54.29 

72.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

90.50 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.09 

94.60 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

26 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.96 

93.84 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.65 

11.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.13 

96.74 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  /Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/34 

8/227 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

11/450 

687/2990 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

11.74 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.26 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  * 
80- 
60- 
40  • 
20 
0- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


"1  i 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lev§l  (si 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s)  . 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


59 

41 

El 


NA 


59 


10 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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William  L.  Callahan  School 


Burrillville  District 
Karen  G.  Ostroff,  Principal 
Grades  02-05 
411  Students 
33  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


45 


32 


SKILLS 


15 


CONCEPTS 


65 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


46 


37 


17 


37 


35 


16 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .EH  Achieved  the  .Standard 

■ ] Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"ED  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


El  Exemplary 

. .□  Prpticient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

IL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

( Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1% 

1% 

(T) 

8% 

72%X^"~ 

w 

98% 

\U 

99% 

— ^ 81% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whitelBlack  Q Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
EH  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


13% 

i 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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William  L.  Callahan  School 


Inf ormation  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Regional  Alliance  Project-In  our  second  year  as  a Regional  Alliance  School,  our  faculty  received  additional  training  in  both  Mathematics 
and  Technology  and  began  to  implement  our  new  K-5  Math  Curriculum. 

Community  Service  Leaming-Virtually  every  member  of  the  Callahan  community  participated  in  some  form  of  service  learning  this  year. 
Sixth  year  as  a recipient  of  a Rl  Learn  and  Serve  grant,  we  have  a teacher  training  partnership  with  Providence  College. 

Building  a new  Callahan  Community -In  our  very  first  year  as  a grade  2-5  school,  we  have  been  busy  building  new  relationships  amongst 
faculty,  students,  and  families.  It  has  been  a year  of  growth  and  many  successes-  a solid  and  happy  beginning! 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0  &$> 

6.0 


4.0  jou&terly 
Several 

30  fe 

2.0  gjP* 

1.0  teyer- 


Uteracy 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Numeracy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatlves, 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 


L„ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.21 

72.35 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.00 

82.67 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.84 

94.60 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

Indicators 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

*See  Web 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.94 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.41 

11.44 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.56 

96.74 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/33 

8/227 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

24/411 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.26 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  ------ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


...  ,J§yeJ(§), 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

.level  (si 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

...JeveKsl....^  lev  el  (si... 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


104 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Central  Falls  District 


Dr.  Maureen  Chevrette,  Superintendent 
3229  Students 
197  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


31 


o 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


68 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


29 


29 


36 


38 


54 


54 


31 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


H Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


=3= 

33 

_6_ 

„5_ 

=3= 

=*= 

21 

16 

11 

21 

28 

26 

41 

41 

74 

61 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D . Ac  hi  e.YSd.  th 6.  S ta  nd  ard  . . 

(T)  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

_ 

41 

— 

33 

53 

d3 

40 

32 

31 

f~1  Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

G 

16 

34 

21 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLsI 

1 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


PI  Exemplary 

Q.  Proficient 

f1  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably  '■ 
Below  Proficient 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 

60 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


m 


54 


PH  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  th.Q  .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- - -□  Below  the  Standard-  - - 


30 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


21 


50 


PI  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  - - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

429 

489 

Verbal  average 

437 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

42 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

80 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Central  Falls  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

public  school 

backgrounds 

8% 

8% 

1% 

A 

a 

/ \ 35% 

r 

C: 

j 

540/0  vV 

71% 

92% 

92% 

10% 

□ Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  H Black  [^Hispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

■ Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  CD  Bilingual 

CD  Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

E3  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


0 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 


Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

0 

3 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

0 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

0 

3 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  i 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

/QturiarTt  QrvH 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

21 

26 

22 

| 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  7~  ~3 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

30 

100 

toiuoeru  ano  iBacnur 

responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

74 

100 

73 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

10 

15 

16 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


r 

District  Average 

State  Average  i 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.16 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

69.19 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

41.33 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.87 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/197 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

610/3229 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

55.60 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

44.40 

82.05 

a on 

o 
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100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & I NTT  ERP  RET  AT  I ON)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 

>r>r 

it 


*rTl* 

rl  s° 


~J~] 

1.6&.S 


i'.Q 
J I 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[n/a1 


i i 

s 8 

CL  “■ 


a 


* l 


s E 
% 6 


3 f 

2 s 


qj  *6  LLI 


3 

1 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


1 

|N/A| 

If 

i 

o ★no 



Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
hfcpanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

4.00 


Central  Falls  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

23415 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

8940 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

53493 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

20 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

219 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

26 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  D District 


8%  1% 


N □ Local  D State  fl  Federal 


Financial  information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
separate  cover. 


o 

ERiC 


109 


4.00 


Alan  Shawn  Feinstein  School 


Centra!  Falls  District 
Carol  Masson,  Principal 
Grades  01-04 
259  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


30 

20 

20 

46 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 

24 

with  Honors 

39 

D Achieved  the  Standard 

9 

22 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

[_|  Below  the  standard 

39 

43 

30 

54 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

D 



D 



\ 

WRITING: 

CONVENTIONS 

1 WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTE  RP  RET  AT  1 0 N 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


O Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-.essn 

Cl 


IT- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  receiving 
or  bilingual  educati 


ESL 

on 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 


□ White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


l~~l  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 

ED 1 don’t  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n/ai 

★★♦of* 

ft 

♦of 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Aslan/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Spedal  Education 
ited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


A 

♦ c 

iCT 

1 N/A 1 

o*no 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Alan  Shawn  Feinstein  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


After  School  Program-RI  College  students,  in  conjunction  with  the  Feinstein  Faculty,  offer  students  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  a variety 
of  activities. 

Signatures  in  Space-Students  and  staff  signed  a poster  that  was  flown  in  space  aboard  Space  Shuttel  Atlantis  on  mission  STS-86.  The 
"Embrace  Space"  project  was  sponsored  by  Lockheed  Martin  to  stimulate  interest  in  science  and  space  exporation. 

School  Garden-The  school  continues  the  tradition  of  its  school  garden.  It  brightens  the  neighborhood  and  provides  students  with  the 


opportunity  to  care  for  the  environment  as  well  as  take  pride  in  their  school. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Mc^hJy 


4.0  jojarterly 
Several 

30  P& 
2.0 

1 .o  teyer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School  _ „ 

. __„This.  District. 

The.State | 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.83 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

90.57 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.63 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

66.67 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

42.09 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.22 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

0/1 97 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

9/259 

610/3229 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  (§) 

JeveKsl 

leveKsl 

leveKsl 

80 


60 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  -Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


in 


4.01 


Capt.  G.  Harold  Hunt  School 


Central  Falls  District 
Carolyn  Roseman,  Principal 
Grade  K 
318  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


! 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

i 

U 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

£ 

1% 

■<T)" 

34% 

0 

4%  5° 

c 

r) 

100% 

6% 

X ^66% 

J 

91% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

Q White  HBlack  □Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  (slander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  informal  ion 
on  non- proficient 
students 


j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Capt.  G.  Harold  Hunt  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeb 
for  school  goals 


Fall  Fair-Parents,  children,  faculty  and  staff  participated  in  a school-wide  day  of  games,  food  and  fun. 

Professional  Development-Many  teachers  participated  in  workshops  aimed  at  increasing  skills  in  the  areas  of  technology  and  behavior 
management. 

Healthy  Kids  I Healthy  Schoolsl-Second  year  of  recognition  for  our  efforts  in  programming  to  increase  awareness  of  the  importance  of 
maintaining  a healthy  body  through  good  nutrition  and  exercise. 


Choices 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0  JWg&fy 
5 0 

4 0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


feral 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  recede 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
andcfiagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  Invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  more  information 


. This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

89.25 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

64.07 

69.19 

04.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

35.93 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.15 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

0/197 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/318 

610/3229 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  < — ~~ 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  — — - - 


113 


4.02 


Central  Falls  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


Central  Falls  District 
John  Lyle,  Jr.,  Principal 
Grades  7-12 
1275  Students 
88  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


=3= 

21 

26 

33 

G 

an 

16 

6 

11 

41 

=2= 
41  j 

40 

16 

33 
21 

41 

34 

=3= 

74 

21 

=3= 

61 

32 

DC 

26 

n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achjey.od.the.  Standard. . . 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

53 

43 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS^ 

^WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

R1  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


PI  Exemplary 

□.PjpfiQient 

□ Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


36 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample 

Range 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Actual  — 


60 


Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


40 

20-53 
o 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


□ 


□ 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%  1% 

2% 

1 1% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

/T\  3„ 

!5%jn 

5%  ^ 

attending 

r j 

v 

) 

this  school 

80% 

S 

73% 

84% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  1 BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL'  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 

1 Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


I | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


1 N/A 1 

h-tAt- t 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Central  Falls  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


9th  Grade  Program-An  ambitious  new  program  was  crafted  by  department  chairs  and  endorsed  by  the  faculty  and  School  Improvement 
Team.  It  will  be  implemented  in  the  1998-99  school  year. 

Attendance  Policy-A  rigorous  attendance  policy  developed  by  a broad-based  committee  was  endorsed  by  the  faculty  and  School 
Improvement  Team. 

Newcomer  Program-An  exciting  new  program  was  implemented  to  provide  students  with  little  or  no  previous  schooling  the  fundamentals 
necessary  to  enter  a basic  E.S.L.  program. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

96.55 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

74.98 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

85.51 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

100 

30 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.94 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

45.31 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/88 

0/197 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

486/1275 

610/3229 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

55.60 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

44.40 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 


80 


60- 


40 


20- 


1998 


NA 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jev§l(s  X 


NA 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

level  (s) 


NA 


43 

I 


NA 


NA 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(s) 


34 


I 


NA 


2001  1998 


2001 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


1998 


-76-- 


NA 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

!.ey$Ife) 


24 

1 


NA 


2001  1998  2001  1998 


2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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4.03 


Central  Falls  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


Central  Falls  District 
John  Lyle,  Jr.,  Principal 
Grades  7-12 
1275  Students 
88  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


28 


27 


SKILLS 


5 

6 

25 

64 

1 

CONCEPTS 

54 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□ . Ac  hj  9 v ed . the . Stan  d a rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


50 


n Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■-Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

429 

489 

Verbal  average 

437 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

42 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

80 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60- 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


iSl.. 


. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services  j 

Characteristics 

1%  1% 

/ i \ 36% 

2% 

11% 

5%/<] 

r\ 

of  students 
attending 

3 

3? 

CM 

LO 

r) 

) 

this  school 

80% 

10% 

73% 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
ED  Not  Eligible 

ED  White  ■ Black  EDHispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
ED  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


16% 


22% 


1 6% 

25% 

22% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
I!7!]  I don't  know 


Percentage 

100 

of  students 

80 

who  met  or 

60 

exceeded 

40 

the  standard 

20 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

0 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

▲ no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

O' to  test-takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERjt 


Central  Falls  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


9th  Grade  Program:  An  ambitious  new  program  was  crafted  by  department  chairs  and  endorsed  by  the  faculty  and  School 
Improvement  Team.  It  will  be  implemented  in  the  1998-99  school  year. 

Attendance  Policy:  A rigorous  attendance  policy  developed  by  a broad-based  committee  was  endorsed  by  the  faculty  and  School 
Improvement  Team. 

Newcomer  Program:  An  exciting  new  program  was  implemented  to  provide  students  with  little  or  no  previous  schooling  the 
fundamentals  necessary  to  enter  a basic  E.S.L.  program. 


r 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.55 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

37.49 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

85.51 

90.16 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

100 

100 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.94 

69.19 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

45.31 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/88 

0/197 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

486/1275 

610/3229 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

55.60 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

44.40 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


42 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(s) 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

JevelCsL. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


4.03 


Dr.  Earl  F.  Calcutt  Middle  School 


Central  Falls  District 
Bruce  Macksoud,  Principal 
Grades  04-06 
397  Students 
22  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

40 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

38 

assessments 

20 

20 

0 

— - 

SKILLS 

10 


CONCEPTS 


13 


B 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


37 


33 


37 


19 


53 


29 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  .the  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school. 


...J 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.so. 


n. 


■a 0-ET 


Charact  eristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


100% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


54% 


39% 


EH  White  iBIack  Q Hispanic 
C Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E]  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


0 

^ ^ 76% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


11% 


13% 


0 

77% 


["I  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
[J  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


30% 


W 

17%^-^^^  31% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
El  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20  ■ 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


|N/A  1 


s s 


sifjfi 

rlr° 


.6  S-5 


: 12 

it 

i o 


1 N/A  1 

♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiatVP.I. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  1 


>N  >N 

|i 

O Q 


UAL 


'Ills 

ir° 


j 


5 &.5 


LU  5 2 

a- 


* I S (D 
■8 


|n/a| 

EZ 

: O 
: o 

f: 

ft!  - 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Nat  ive  American 
White 
Other 

Male 
Female 
SDeciaJ  Education 

lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


Dr.  Earl  F.  Calcutt  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Community  Outreach-Annual  fall  event  to  introduce  parents  and  students  to  agency  services  provided  by  school  and  community. 

Geography  Awareness-Month  long  4-6  geography  curriculum  on  "Explore  the  World!  Geography  Takes  You  Places",  organized  and 
developed  by  2 staff  members  who  were  trained  by  the  Geography  Alliance. 

Accelerated  Reader  Program-A  technology  program  designed  to  offer  students  the  opportunity  of  increasing  reading  comprehension  scores, 
especially  below-average  students. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  Hormation 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  I 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.66 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.13 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.95 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.73 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

41.28 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.73 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/22 

0/197 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

51/397 

610/3229 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING : ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
Level  ($).... 

above 

achievement 
JevglCsjL 

above 

achievement 

Jeyeifel 

above 

achievement 
JevsLteL... 

School 

targets  for  so 

adequate 

yearly  60 


progress 


40 

20 

0 


41 


21 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


NA 

2001 

Target 


I fl  - 

NA NA 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


41 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


4.04 


Central  Falls  District 
Lora  Kosten,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
244  Students 
1 4 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


f*l  Exemplary 

I I Proficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

IS  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 

- 

students  in  this 

school  who  met 

~ 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  ; 

This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the 

percentage  of 

similar  students 

statewide 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  elii 
subsidized 

gibility  for 
Hunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


100% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


59% 


31% 


11% 


□ White  HBIack  □Hispanic 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


40% 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


6% 


/ 60% 


e) 

79% 


Q Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Ella  Risk  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Mln  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Title  I ServicesOur  Title  I teacher  conducted  intensive  language  arts  services  for  grade  1 students  from  Sept,  through  Jan.  This  format 
helped  bring  students  to  higher  standards  with  fewer  special  education  referrals  for  grade  1 students  this  year. 

Professional  Development-Using  Article  31  funds,  Ella  Risk  teachers  attended  4 hours  of  "Standards"  training  with  Betsey  Hyman  from  the 
Rl  Department  of  Education. 

Parental  Involvement-3  evening  presentations  by  teachers  focused  on  helping  children  with  language  arts  and  mathematics.  Parents  were 
given  tips  on  creating  everyday  learning  experiences  at  home.  Presentations  we  1 1 -received. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.00 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.21 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

71.18 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

37.50 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

91.67 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

0/1 97 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

47/244 

610/3229 

35481/1  53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


I 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 

i 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


4.05 


Margaret  I.  Robertson  School 


Central  Falls  District 
Geraldine  Capotosto,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
221  Students 
11  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

( GRADE  3) 


6 


26 


G Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


r 

! 

AH  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

«yrv 

10% 

,4%in 

attending 
this  school 

100% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

n% 

□ White  BBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

w 

~73% 

□ Non-Recipients 

B ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

w 

76% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Margaret  I.  Robertson  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 
Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  sc  hod  goals 


School  Improvement:  This  was  the  first  year  of  implementation  of  our  School  Improvement  Plan.  Three  year  Action  Plans  were  written  to 
accompany  our  strategies. 

Technology:  Each  classroom  was  updated  with  new  computers,  CD  Roms  and  other  software. 

Parental  Involvement:  There  were  3 different  parent  groups  involved  with  the  school.  A group  met  for  parenting  workshops,  another  for 
"coffee  hour11  with  the  principal  and  teachers  who  could  attend,  and  the  others  met  as  a crafts  group  for  parents  and  children. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 

6.0  JVe&ly 

Selected 

5.0  tefthly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  Quarterly 

findings 

Several 

30  Efe 

(T eacher  responses)  'Once, A 

2 0 taaT 

1 .0  Ney*r 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writ  trig  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

1 _ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.64 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.56 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.78 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.55 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

0/197 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/221 

610/3229 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


i 

j 

i This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

i 

) 
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4.06 


Veterans  Memorial  Elementary 


Central  Falls  District 
Robert  Draper,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
515  Students 
32  Teachers 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

10 

8 

19 

16 

80 

32 

Percentage  of 

42 

students  at 

60 

39 

each  performance 

73 

28 

level  on  the 

40 

75 

15 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

36 

34 

37 

n 

El 



B 

B 

[ 

SKILLS 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


18 


38 


54 


50 


n. 


I WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


|~n  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CH  Achieved  the  .Standard 

[~l  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"D  Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Efficient 

[~l  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data  # % 

Not  

Reliable  n 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20* 

0- 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


CZJ 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


7% 


* 

93% 

fl  Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


(5 

57% 


31% 


13% 


D WhiteHBIack  Q Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E]  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


26% 


0 

X / 74% 


D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


11% 


14% 


w 

v ^ 75% 


l~~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


47% 


!9% 

19% 

16% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
im  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  | 


><  >< 
n 


o*Qq 


mm 

e“||So 


£=E 


5 S’ .5 


1 u]  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Veterans  Memorial  Elementary 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


PARENT  INVOLVE MENT-An  active  parent  group  was  formed  and  many  successful  events  were  held  involving  students  and  families. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-A  majority  of  the  staff  participated  in  training  in  the  New  Standards  for  Language  Arts  and  Performance- 
based  Assessment. 

STUDENT  PERFORMANCE-Fifth  grade  students  began  working  with  the  Accelerated  Reader  Program  designed  to  motivate  and  encourage 
reading  of  all  types  and  levels  of  difficulties. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0 

5.0  tenthly 

4 0 Quarterly 


Severe 

30  fe 

jbhce, 
Year 


2 0 y£?-A 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  T eachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

1 

1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

94.02 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.21 

78.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.75 

90.16 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

74.04 

69.19 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

41.60 

41.33 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.05 

95.87 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/32 

0/197 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

15/515 

610/3229 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

55.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

44.40 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


j 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (?) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above  achievement  above 

....level  (si level  (si 


80 

60 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


44 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


125 


4.07 
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Chariho  District 


John  L Pini,  Superintendent 
3906  Students 
296  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


23 


SKILLS 


48 


16 


CONCEPTS 


29 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


67 


55 


52 


49 


30 


20 


66 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q Achieved  the  Standard .. 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

’ Q Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


16 


45 


0 Exemplary 
0 Proficient 
0 Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

11 

80 

26 

24 

Percentage  of 

24 

students  at 

60 

32 

20 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

25 

40 

middle  school 
assessments 

26 

25 

38 

20 

15 

B 

i 

0 

1 

■M 



m 

SKILLS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


55 


35 


27 


20 


80 


16 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. 0.  Ac  hi  eyed,  the  Standard . 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' 0'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
•Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


50 


0 Exemplary 
0 Proficient 
0 Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


19 


7_ 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


15 


33 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


45 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  the  .Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-0  Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 
0 Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

1 Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

528 

489 

Verbal  average 

521 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

50 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Chari  ho  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2%  6% 

14% 

1%  1%i% 

11% 

© 

0 

© 

© 

92% 

□ Public 

B Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

86% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

97% 

l~l  White  B Black  G Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
G Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
BESL  G Bilingual 
G Other  Programs 

85% 

G Non-Recipients 
fl  Self-Contained 
G Other  Special  Programs 
G Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

1 

0 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

0 

0 

4 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

2 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

0 

1 

3 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

0 

2 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


[ 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

AliSeniors J 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

35 

61 

57 

r 

Elementary 

Middle 

..  ....  ..  . High 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

85 

104 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

75 

73 

68 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

7 

18 

42 

; 

District  Average 

State  Average  

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.81 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

66.99 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

13.71 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.10 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

10/296  • 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

3512/3906 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

27.57 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

72.43 

82.05 

ERIC 
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100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[WAl+O+J  L 


>s  >s  , 

f s 

o I 


Ss6 


33 

2 i 


5 5-  6 

ill 


' LLi  <D 


1 N/A  | 

n 


J-Ufl 


ill 

ISO 


.S  5\S 

iu  S iu 


w u]  CD 

5 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


rn.. 

I N/A  1 

*0**1  U 

hoH 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

s 

Sc 

$ 

5 

55 

II 


[M]*o**l  L 


siiffi! 


5 |5 
IS 


3 LU  CD 

5 

its 

s 


I N/A  | 


>*  >* 

55 

I s 


:“§■  5 § o 
f i 


.6  | .5 

< !u  § 
J -0 

Ui^rUi 


J w CD 

5 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[N/A] 

5 5 

6 i 

0-  JL 


*★** 


5 

Its 

i 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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5.00 


Chariho  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average  * 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

37526 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

15333 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

344578 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

155 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

66 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

17 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures 


Support 


to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  Q District 


1%  2% 


D Local  D State  H Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 
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5.00 


Ashaway  Elementary  School 


Chariho  District 
Maureen  Dwan,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
317  Students 
24  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


19 


57 


_6 


SKILLS 


23 


52 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


59 


43 


32 


28 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achi.QYed  the  .SteP.dertf . 

CD  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  """ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably  ’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  <•  80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60-" - 

40 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother^  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

r*r 

1 %1  % 2% 
?T\ 

n 

6% 

r\ 

* ( 

29% 

V J 

( ) 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

w 

96% 

CD  White  BBIack  CDHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

100% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

81% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

23% 

CD  Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
I!7!!  1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

> fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


T 

|N/A| 

n. 

★oo*l  U 

-i0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfcpanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

i 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


"3 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Ashaway  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeb 

for  school  goals 


Cultural  Voices  Grant-Integrating  music,  PE,  art  and  library  research  in  learning  more  about  Rhode  Island,  its  history,  geography,  foods  and 
other  unique  characteristics. 

Ashaway  School  Talent  Show-This  program  provided  the  opportunity  to  a wide  range  of  children  to  demonstrate  skills  and  talents  before  an 
audience  of  parents,  relatives  and  friends  of  Ashaway  School. 

Feins tein  Program-Schoolwide  participation  in  "Good  Deeds"  Feinstein  program  which  included  after  school  participation  for  40-50  children. 
This  ambitious  project  culminated  with  a $1000  Feinstein  Award  to  Ashaway  School. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Wei*ly 

5.0  MpntWy 
4 0 gyafterly 
'3.0 

2.0 
i.o  tey®' 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputalrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.31 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

47.06 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.10 

94.81 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.93 

66.99 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.07 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

90.00 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

10/296 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

10/317 

3512/3906 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS1  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

.level  (§L_r... 

.Jev.?l(sjL 

Jey§!(sJt 

lev?l(s)t 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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5.01 


Chariho  Regional  High  School 


Chariho  District 
Edward  Morgan,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1141  Students 
86  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  10) 


RIHeatth 

(GRADE  9) 


53 


19 


7- 

SKILLS 


8 

15 

14 

33 

29 

I 

CONCEPTS 

47 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D Achi^vQdJh^.etandftfd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  • • • 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 

PI  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

® Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

528 

489 

Verbal  average 

521 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

50 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  _ 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

i%  i%i% 

5% 

cT 

n 

6%^-i 

(S 

93% 

viy 

97% 

V 

j 

100% 

V 

J 

89% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 

CH  White H Black  OHispanic 

Q Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  Bilingual 

I Resource 

E3  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

Q Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


47% 


22% 


17% 


d Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
PI  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Ri  Writing 


B B 
8 8 


aaaaJ  a 


• Jf 

& 

CO 


I i 

S 6 


5 i 


★ o 


uj  tr  lu 
3^1? 


[Ml 

3“ 

[★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i — 

|n/a| 

★ o ★★! 

ojafl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l, 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Chari  ho  Regional  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School:  The  Chariho  School  Library  serviced  over  300  students  per  day.  The  advanced  use  of  technology  supported  and 
encouraged  this  change. 

Faculty:  Principal  Edward  Morgan  was  named  the  1997  National  Teachers’ Teacher  by  the  Human  Growth  Associates  of  America. 
Students:  One  student  scored  1600  on  his  SATs  and  three  other  students  scored  800  on  one  section  of  their  SATs. 


Response 
Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


r.o  Da8y> 

6.0  jwS*V 

5.0 

4.0  ^iSKerty 

■a  BE 

9 n jbnce^A 
2 0 year 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses  T eachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 
volunteers  with  school 

work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This.School 

100.00 

...  ThlsDistrict 

98.98 

The  State 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.02 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.96 

94.81 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

104 

104 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

0.00 

66.99 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

16.32 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.41 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/86 

10/296 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2405/1141 

3512/3906 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

14.61 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

85.39 

72.43 

82.00 

__  . 

..  _ ..... . 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 
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60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


'73  ' 

27 

■ JL. 

M ■ 

1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

leysij (§!.... 


29 


- *16-  - ■ 


26 


tin 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


-34- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

JeyelfeL... 


23 


1 1 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


5.02 


Chari  ho  Regional  Middle  School 


Chariho  District 
Barbara  Steverman,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
1193  Students 
87  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


11 

6 

26 

24 

27 

32 

24 

20 

55 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.AQhioy.Qd.the.S.tAndftnd. . . 

25 

47 

83 

80 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

38 

□ Below  the  Standard 

26 

25 

35 

| Little  Evidence  of 

IS 



B 



E 

6 

20 

15 

16 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


20 


PI  Exemplary 

. QPjpJIgIotj 

□ Below  Proficient 

H'tonsiderably 

Below  Proficient 


* See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — I 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


15% 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 
1%2% 


96% 


□white  HBIackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
|TTj  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


5% 

10% 

© 


85% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


9%  4% 


46°/ 


21% 


20% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
” 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80- 
60  - 
40  - 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Chari  ho  Regional  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 L 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


LOOPING:  This  process  was  maintained  in  grades  5 and  6 as  well  as  grades  7 and  8 with  strong  staff  and  parental  support. 

MULTIPLE  INTELLIGENCES:  This  program  is  being  expanded  for  1998-99  with  the  addition  of  another  teacher  consultant  to  wori<  with 
teachers  and  teams  to  incorporate  their  thinking  into  delivery  and  assessment  of  instruction  and  learning. 

FEINSTEIN  PROGRAM:  All  grade  6 students  were  involved  in  the  Feinstein  Program  and  Reading  Week  by  writing  collaboratively  a play 
with  the  assistance  of  a Journal  Bulletin  sports  writer.  The  play  was  presented  to  parents  and  soup  kitchen  cuisine  was  served. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

97.83 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

81.14 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.13 

94.81 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

85 

85 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.19 

66.99 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.76 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.71 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/87 

10/296 

472/10028 

1085/1193 

3512/3906 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


\ 

\ 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

J.ev§!(sJt 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


• r 

- 46  • 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

Jey.QlCs). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


...19 17.. 


*33* 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

IfiYSife) 


20  20 

■ ■ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


84 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


--16- 


• 46- 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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5.03 


Charlestown  Elementary  School 


Chariho  District 
Ronald  Areglado,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
493  Students 
35  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


17 

m 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


28 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


68 


56 


36 


26 


30 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


46 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

a or 

100---- 

1 l 

80  — - 
fin  — 

Range  — 

Actual  — 

ou 

Data 

Not  

JOl 

40  - 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecTiuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2% 

1% 

/IS 

1% 

13%  2% 

80% 

EJ 

96% 

99% 

85% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ whiteBBIack  □ Hispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Resource 

ED  Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


3% 


51% 


0 


31% 


15% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 
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★o**l  lo 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Charlestown  Elementary  School 


information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Honor  Roll  School:  Charlestown  School  was  named  one  of  the  top  16  elementary  schools  in  Rl  based  on  state  assessment  results 
{Providence  Journal). 

Top  Feinstein  School:  Charlestown  School  was  named  one  of  30  top  Feinstein  schools  based  upon  total  student/staff  involvement  in  "Good 
Deeds"  program. 

High  level  PTA  cooperation,  involvement  and  support.  Charlestown  PTA  carried  out  monthly  events  and  activities  lending  extraordinary 
support  and  enhancement  to  programs  in  every  classroom  throughout  the  school. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0  SaPy> 


5.0  MprtWy 

4 0 Quarterly 

Several 

30 

9 n bnce,A 
^■u  Year 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0  Never 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skis  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuialives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

— 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  . 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.96 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.09 

94.81 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

18 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

93.87 

66.99 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.34 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.56 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/35 

10/296 

472/10028 

11/493 

351  2/3906 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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40 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

level  (si  
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Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

... . JeveKsi ^ Jey§l(sl . .... 


61 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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5.04 


Hope  Valley  Elementary  School 


Chariho  District 
Richard  Finlaw,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
237  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


60 


SKILLS 


37 


CONCEPTS 


10 


33 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


63 


13 


67 


13 


63 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Ri  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  AchiQyed  .the  .stenderd . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

100- 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

or  exceeded 
the  standard 

1 1 

80- 

Actual  — 

60- 

* 

— 

compared  to  the 

Data 
Not  

r :i 

percentage  of 

JX. 

similar  students 
statewide 

Reliable 

■ 

20 ' 

(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 

0 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

16% 

i%  i% 

15% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

© 

84% 

© 

98% 

O 

100% 

© 

85% 

0 

ED  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

ED  White  iBIack  0 Hispanic 

ED  Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

n Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

ED  Some  education  after  high  school 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

I"!  Graduated  from  college 
ED  • don't  know 

5.05 

O 
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Hope  Valley  Elementary  Schoo  I 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


84%  of  scones  were  at  or  above  ability  level. 

Computer  ins tmction  in  each  classroom;  computer  research  through  the  technology  coordinator. 
First  year  of  Hope  Valley  School  Site  Council. 


Response  

Choices  |i 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  MjS&Wy 

4 0 Syailerly 
jpveral 


3-o  m, 

r,  n bhc QA 

2 0 iYeaf 

1.0  Key* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipidatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  rifferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


; 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  _ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.98 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.91 

94.81 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.02 

66.99 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.98 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%). 

95.49 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

10/296 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/237 

3512/3906 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level{?) 

JevslfeL... 

lev§l  (si  . 

80 


84 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


60  - 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


140 


5.05 


Richmond  Elementary  School 


Chariho  District 
Leslie  Improta,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
525  Students 
33  Teachers 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

7 

18 

80 

30 

18 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

48 

29  • 

each  performance 

Ac 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

32 

43 

24 

n 

n 



n 

SKILLS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


21 


39 


35 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

( GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.U  Ac.hi.QYed  .th.Q  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


43 


0 Exemplary 

.□  Prpficie.nt 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

i :j 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

15% 

C>) 

o 

3% 

“14% 

r\ 

85%  ^ ^ 

99% 

100%. 

J 

83% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  iBIack  O Hispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

,|~~|  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


I i Did  not  finish  hi^i  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
f~1  Graduated  from  college 
[T!1 1 dont  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


50J 

ERIC 


Richmond  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Richmond  Leadership  Counci l-Our  School  Improvement  Team  was  reviewed,  recreated  and  designed  with  representation  from  teachers, 
staff,  and  parents. 

Reading  Week  Celebration-We  participated  in  many  activities  that  spanned  six  weeks,  culminating  during  Reading  Week.  They  included  a 
local  author,  a poet-in-residence,  Family  Fun  Poetry  Night,  and  a McDonald's  challenge  where  about  5800  books  were  read. 

Student  Job  Corps-About  60  grade  4 students  participated  in  jobs  such  as  office  helper,  library  assistant,  store  clerk,  and  cafeteria  worker 


after  having  completed  job  applications. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  more  information 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0  §^erfy 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

hst ruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mat  hem  at  leal 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eac hers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  afferent  with  school 

topics  work 

[ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

29.91 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

94.81 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.18 

66.99 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

16.55 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.58 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/33 

10/296 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/525 

3512/3906 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

I.QYPJfe) 

lev§l  (si 

JpyeKsi 

JeveKsl... 

66 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


63 

66 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


44 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


57. 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


142 


5.06 


□DD{?®[?DDOg)Gi]®DD  M®t7fe®S 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


B=®@  ©©wdiMcv 


4 

1 


O 


Coventry  District 


John  E.  Deasy,  Superintendent 
5516  Students 
351  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


57 


SKILLS 


19 


49 


31 


CONCEPTS 


23 


60 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


66 


10 


36 


29 


19 

46 

66 

32 

21 

12 

mtm 

["I  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  Jhe  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
- Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


D Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

22 

12 

22 

Percentage  of 

80 

— 

20 

— 

students  at 

60 

35 

— 

16 

each  performance 

21 

— 

level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 

40 

25 

24 

41 

20 



16 

24 

19 

0 

mim 

skills! 

n 

n 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


56 


23 


16 


19 


Q]  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

..Qaq  hi  eyed,  the  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


15 


10 


3 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


13 


32 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


9 

9 

6 

8 

18 

39 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  th.Q  .$tep.d$rd 

40 

42 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

---□  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

35 

42 

16 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


B 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

491 

489 

Verbal  average 

496 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

52 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

92 

87 

6.00 

o 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Coventry  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Student  participation  in 
Dublic  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

14% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 

18% 

(r) 

0 

c 

[) 

2% 

this  district 

91% 

82%  ^ 

97% 

100% 

84% 

□ Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White®  Black  dHispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ Home  Instructed 
CD  Non-Public 

Reduced-Lunch 
d Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
|[3  Native  American 

®ESL  □ Bilingual 
H Other  Programs 

■ Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

6 

3 

0 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

6 

5 

1 

0 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

6 

6 

0 

0 

In  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

6 

4 

1 

1 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeoea 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

Poverty 

53 

Non-Poverty  All  Seniors 

67  65 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

105 

High  . 
108 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major' 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

79 

76 

75 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

9 

20 

43 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
94.45 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

91.77 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* Or*o  U/oh 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

10.90 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.56 

96.31 

Dw  WOT 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/351 

472/1 0028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

13.18 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

86.82 

82.05 

ERIC 
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100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


s 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| — j 

T 

-it 

1 N/A 1 

***o  t 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

— " 

In/a] 

★★★'A 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  E ducal 'ion 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


IN/Aj 


★ ★ool  1* 


s s 

5 I 

CL  Q. 


* I 


s 5 
5 5 


3 JU  3 

s ? s 


8 

1 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 


Ri  Writing 


6.00 


146 


Coventry  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

41883 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

14566 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

262398 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

97 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

85 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

18 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


14? 


6.00 


Blackrock  School 


Coventry  District 
Susan  Bourn,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
536  Students 
27  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


50 


40 


CONCEPTS 


M. 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


73 


36 


38 


26 


26 


65 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


36 


O Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

i ::;.i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

23% 

1%1%1% 

15% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

(3 

77% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

0 

97% 

CH  White H Black  OHispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

O 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

0 

85% 

IH  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
|~~]  Self-Contained 

© 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
[X]  1 don’t  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 N/A 1 

*★00110 

> 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
His  para: 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Blackrock  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Math  improvement  is  high  instructional  priority.  Math  team  has  significant  impact  upon  math  instruction.  Teachers  have  had  an  opportunity 
to  participate  in  staff  development  activities  designed  to  improve  math  pedagogy  and  support  high  standards. 

Improving  teachers’  understanding/  implementation  of  technology  is  a priority  . Installation  of  an  infrastructure  and  computers  in  most 
instructional  areas  has  encouraged  teachers  to  seek  training  in  integrating  technology  into  daily  instuction. 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 
5 0 Mo&hty 

4 0 JaySterly 

Severn! 

3.0 

2-0  ^W'A 

1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
fmanipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  hew/  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

r - 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

97.22 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.73 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.43 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

88.56 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

17.61 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.21 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/27 

1/351 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/536 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


.level  (si.. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


149 


6.01 


Coventry  High  School 


Coventry  District 
Stanley  Thompson,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1645  Students 
118  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 


(GRADE  10) 


(GRADE  9) 


9 


18 


42 


16 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.  Aqhi9ved.th9.$.mndard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ • 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


6_ 


40 


35 


O Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

fl  Below  Proficient 

■•Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


19 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  491  489 


Verbal  average  496  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  52  64 


%of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  92  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 

Range 


CZD 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 

40- 

20 

0 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eliaibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


14% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

1%1%  2% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

14%  4% 


86% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


96% 


100% 


D WhiteH  Black  □Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


0 Non-Recipients 

1 Resource 

0 Self-Contained 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

01  don't  know 


Percentage  100 

of  students  80 

who  met  or  60 

exceeded  40 

the  standard  20 

*See  Web  q 

for  more  information  U 

on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Coventry  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


9th  Grade  Transition  Program:  Orientation  and  student  awareness  of  building  issues. 

State  and  N.E.  Championships:  Scholar/Athletes-succeeded  at  CHS  and  throughout  the  region. 

CIM  and  At-Risk  Programs:  Alternative  programs  created  to  alter  behavioral  and  social  issues  that  affect  academics. 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jwS&iy 

5.0 

4.0  Qwerty 
Several 

3-0  & 
2-0 

1.0  te?** 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  prefects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


• '* 

This  School 

This  District 

The.State , 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.97 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

67.66 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.98 

94.45 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

108 

NA 

108 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.82 

91.77 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.58 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.79 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/118 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1470/1645 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

13.18 

13.18 

17.95 

- 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

86.82 

86.82 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

Financial  Information  ; 

■ data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


6.02 

151 


Coventry  Middle  School 


Coventry  District 
Donna  Vigneau,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
858  Students 
64  Teachers 


100 

80 

22 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

35 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 
assessments 

20 

25 

0 

16 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


12 


20 


24 


22 


CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


56 


32 


27 


23 


16 


75 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.AiQhi9V.Qd.th9. Standard  . 

I~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

..QPMQlQn.t 

n Below  Proficient 

HCorisiderably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — r 
Range 

Actual  — i 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  ( grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 

60---C— 3 

40 

20 ^rrr?- *"***■■■ 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.CZL 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

(*> 

1%1% 

(T\ 

(T) 

3% 

80%  ^ ^ 

w 

97% 

100% 

w 

80% 

M Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  B Blackd]  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
BESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


11%  5% 


| [ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
j | Graduated  from  college 
fX)  | don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Coventry  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Standards  based  instruction -seventeen  teachers  completed  course  1,  a three  day  introduction  to  standards  based  instruction,  and  thirty 
teachers  completed  Rl  College's  curriculum  420  standards  based  integrated  curriculum  and  assessment  on-site. 

Salt  pilot  visit-coventry  middle  school  participated  in  an  intensive  self-evaluation  process,  conducted  a self-study,  hosted  a visiting 
team  and  has  developed  a 5 year  strategic  plan. 

Tech  no  logy -thirty  teachers  participated  in  introduction  to  classroom  computer  applications;  students  learned  spread  sheet  applications, 
data  base  manipulations  and  powerpoint  presentations.  Students  designed  and  maintained  school  web  page. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 
5 0 Monthly 

4.0  Quarterty 

Several 

3.0  KRCr 

« n £nce,A 
20  Year 

1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

; -•  - • 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.17 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.40 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

105 

105 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.01 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.30 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.43 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/64 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

92/858 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

leveKsl 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

IgvqUsJ 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(§) 


32 


i | 

24 

17 ... 

1 ll< 

.17.. 


-34- 

23 


23 


1 1 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


84 


85 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


-.18- 


NA 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


6.03 

153 


Hopkins  Hill  School 


Coventry  District 
E.  Frances  Murphy,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
413  Students 
22  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

-5_ 

80 

Percentage  of 

44 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

37 

assessments 

20 

15 

0 

SKILLS 

46 


CONCEPTS 


66 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Ri  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


20 


13 


40 


13 


38 


38 


25 


38 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


RI  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achi.Qyetj  thQ  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


43 


Q Exemplary 

. .□  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  OonsiderabTy 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100 

1 1 

80 

60 

Data 
Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participalion  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%1% 

CP\ 

r\ 

r\ 

12%®* 

w 

78% 

■ 

98% 

J 

100% 

J 

85% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteBBlack  □Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

l~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

|~1  Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


48% 


0 


24% 


24% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
im  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A 1 

oooorW 

T 

*of1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsJarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
i&ed  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


*3 

ERIC 
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Hopkins  Hill  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


TECHNOLCX3Y -In creased  the  number  of  computers  in  the  classrooms  and  provided  the  staff  with  technology  in-service. 
FEINSTEIN  PROGRAM-AII  classes,  K-6,  participated  in  many  community  service  projects. 

READING-Students  read  7324  books  within  a 6 month  period.  As  a result,  the  principal  will  work  at  McDonald's  for  an  evening. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


5.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eac her  responses) 


) Monthly 

) Quart erty 

feveral 

. bnce,A 


1 .0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
Instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
rearing  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eac  hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  heip 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School . .. 
96.97 

^This  District 

95.90 

The  State  _ J 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.03 

72.59 

76.54 

3,  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.66 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.61 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.21 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.18 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/22 

1/351 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

8/413 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 

100 


% of  students  % of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jey<?l(sjL_. 


performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (s). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jey.eltei , 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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6.04 


Oak  Haven  School 


Coventry  District 
Donna  Raptakis,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
350  Students 
17  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


16 


62 


SKILLS] 


13 


56 


29 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


13 


40 


13 


36 


38 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

f~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


SKILLS 

80----—. 

60 

40 


20 


0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 

30% 

1% 

3%  1% 

(V) 

o 

13%  1% 

rT) 

( NA  ) 

attending 
this  school 

70% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

95% 

(Zl  White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

86% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

W 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-prof  cient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 




— 

★0 

| N/A 1 

0000  n0 

A0n  lm) 

0 0*0  0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non- poverty  | 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

i i 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Oak  Haven  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

(or  school  goals 


FEINSTEIN  SCHOOL  WINNER-One  of  30  schools  chosen  statewide  to  receive  a visit  by  Mr.  Feinstein  for  the  second  year  in  a row. 
Received  $1000  for  making  the  greatest  difference  in  the  lives  of  others  through  the  "Good  Deed  Program". 

PORTFOLIO  DEVLEOP  ME  NT  FOR  STUDENTS-Received  $5,000  from  the  R.I.  Foundation  which  will  allow  us  to  implement  portfolio 
development  for  the  upcoming  school  year  and  increase  school/community  involvement. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  PLAN-Parents,  teachers,  and  administrators  worked  together  to  develop  a school  mission,  strategic  objectives 
and  actions  plans  focussed  on  improving  performance  in  the  areas  of  language  arts,  math,  health  and  technology. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  rtformalion 


This  School  This  District  The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%)  84.62  95.90  85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%)  78.15  72.59  76.54 

3.  .Student  A ttend  an  c e 96.04  94.45  92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary)  21  22  21 

5.  ®.P?.n.  P.f  Respo  nslbitity  (Middle  & High)  N [A  N A N I A 

6.  Stability  (%)  70.57  91 .77  84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%)  10.35  10.90  19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  97.55  97.56  96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fi led  / Total  # of  Teachers*  0/17  1/351  472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 0/350  1695/551 6 35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%)  NA  1 3.1 8 17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%)  NA  86.82  82.00 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  indr vidua!  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(§)  . Ievel(s)  levels}  . . Iev§l(s} 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


6.05 


Tiogue  School 


Coventry  District 
Denise  Richtarik,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
537  Students 
24  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


40 


20 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


38 


13 


30 


16 


54 


18 


70 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  .thQ  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
■ Achievement 


18 


48 


O Exemplary 

f~l  Prpficient 

D Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  """ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

o- 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

^ 18% 

i%1%i% 

12%  1% 

0 

82% 

© 

96% 

C 

3 

100% 

© 

87% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

O WhiteHBIack  DHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

I"!  Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
PI  Self-Contained 

Mother^  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


27% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Tiogue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Rl  DESIGNER  MATH  COMPETITION-Over  90  5th  and  6th  grade  students  participated  in  this  state  competition.  Tiogue  students  garnered  5 
first  place  trophies,  7 second  place  and  7 third  place  awards. 

FOUNDATION  FOR  EXCELLENT  SCHOOLS-Teachers  attended  professional  development  workshops  funded  by  grants  obtained  through 
FES  and  the  Rl  Foundation.  Teachers  and  parents  participated  in  panel  discussions  at  the  national  FES  conference. 

CONS ULTANCY-Teac hers  began  to  form  consultancy  groups  which  provided  a powerful  forum  for  discussion  and  a structured  team 
approach  to  problem  solving. 


Choices 

7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  MpnJhfy 

4.0  S^fterty 

3.0 


rveral 


2.0?^ 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1 — 

^ Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  . Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eac  hers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

L 

ThisSchool 

This  District^ 

~ 1 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.96 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.98 

94.45 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

Indicators 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

99.25 

91.77 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.43 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.13 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/537 

1695/5516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

__ 

- 

- 

— - 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100  - 


80 


60- 


40- 


20- 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  ' achievement  above  achievement 

level{$)  lev?l(si  leyeKsj  . .....  . JftVelfejL. 


. .17. . 


52 


oil 


■;  r '54" 


"isr 


-16--- 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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6.06 


Washington  Oak  School 


Coventry  District 
Principal  Position  Vacant 
Grades  K-06 
736  Students 
40  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

=3= 

14 

17 

11 

80 

Percentage  of 

25 

students  at 

60 

61 

55 

— 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

50 

assessments 

20 

19 

20 

0 

6 



El 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


10 


40 


45 


33 


45 


11 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achi.QYBd  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


10 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

’ '■  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

(V 

1%2%1% 

(T\ 

1% 

10%  3% 

80%^ 

W 

96% 

99% 

vJ 

87% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteMBIack  ^Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


2% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

[Til  I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 N/A  | 

***oflo 

T 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.L 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

.5  |.6 

2 2 
a i a 

ni 

* 

itf 

5 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


- 

+0 

1 N/A  I 

**00  0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Maie 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Washington  Oak  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


FEINSTEIN  AWARD  WINNING  SCHOOL-The  school  community  received  two  awards  from  the  Feinstein  Foundation  this  year-  One  for  the 
Good  Deeds  Program  ($1000)  and  one  award  for  the  Youth  World  Hunger  Brigade  ($1000). 

AMERICA  READS  CHALLENGE-The  school  accepted  this  US  Dept,  of  Education  challenge  to  have  all  students  reading  independently  by 
the  end  of  grade  3,  training  volunteer  tutors  and  offering  a wide  array  of  supportive  enrichment  activities  in  reading. 

INITIATIVE  TO  CREATE  A CULTURE  OF  RESPECT-Trained  a cadre  of  students  and  staff  in  Play  Fair  activities  and,  as  part  of  the  initiative, 


also  began  a Bully-Proofing  program. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarter ty 
Several 

3.0  B9& 


2.0 


1.0 


Once,A 

Year' 

Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
readng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematicaJ 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.30 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.86 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.18 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.07 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.26 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/40 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

66/736 

1695/5516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop -out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(sl  levfl(sl  . Ievel(sl 


80- 


60 


40- 


20- 


-75 

1998 


46 


.37.. 
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2001 
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2001 


1998  2001 


11 

9 

■ 

■ 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

-33" 


Ml 


1998  2001 


1998 


2001 
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6.07 


Western  Coventry  School 


Coventry  District 
Barry  Ricci,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
441  Students 
24  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

11 

17 

_5_ 

11 

80 

— 

14 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

55 

52 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

68 

assessments 

20 

32 

32 

0 

=3= 



K1 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


77 

20 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


30 


45 


15 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  AP.hi.QYed  .the  SteP.cterd . 

I~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“□Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

"B  Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

1 | 

80 

60 

Data 
Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

( Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11% 

(T) 

1% 

o 

w 

89% 

100% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ WhiteBlBlack  □ Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

B ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother^  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


25% 

V JX  10% 


65% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 

[X|  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n7a] 


$ {5 


QQQOl  lO 


||5 

! 3 O 


.6  S' .5 

PI 

212 


UJ  CD 

E 

its 

s 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Western  Coventry  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


SCHOOL  TO  CAREER  GRANT-The  West  Bay  School  to  Career  Partnership  Council  awarded  $28,800  to  Western  Coventry  School. 

NATIONAL  ENTREPRENEUR  INVENTION  SOCIETY  COMPETITION-  A grade  5 student  was  one  of  eight  5th  graders  from  across  the  country 
to  reach  the  national  finals. 

TEACHERS  AND  TECHNOLOGY  TRAINING-Seven  teachers  and  the  principal  participated  in  sixty  hours  of  technology  training  as  part  of 
the  R.l.  Foundation  Teachers  and  Technology  Program. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  £v?&kly 

r^. 

5.0  Worthy 

4 0 ^uahaly 
Several 

so  K!% 

2.0 

1.0  Nay* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmardpidatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


....  

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.79 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.15 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.81 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.41 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.94 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/441 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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6.08 


□ ®{j®[7ffijfO§]GO®m  MSDfeO 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Cranston  District 


Catherine  M.  Ciarlo,  Superintendent 
10680  Students 
729  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


15 


27 


9 

SKILLS 


=2= 

22 

46 

29 



CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

( GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


48 


47 


28 


13 


-cU. 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ □ Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Q Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


11 

_5_ 

36 

78 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D Aghipvsd  thp  Strand 

35 

85 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

17 

10 

:3d 

16 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


28 


42 


27 


D Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  '' 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing  SAT 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9)  (GRADE  10) 


100 

7 | 

— 

8 

7 

r 

23 

14 

11 

This  District  State 

80 

13 

27 

Math  average 

497 

489 

Percentage  of 

14 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

46 

H Exemplary 

students  at 

60 

O Achieved  the  St^nd^rd 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

502 

494 

each  performance 

46 

31 

44 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

□ Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

level  on  the 

40 

! 

46 

Standard 

---□  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

■ Considerably- -- 
Below  Proficient 

taking  tests 

59 

64 

high  school 

% of  test-takers 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

36 

assessments 

in  college-bound 
programs 

20 

15 

89 

87 

O 

15 

34 

28 

8 

ID 

n 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


“U 

ERIC 
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Cranston  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  Information 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

18 

5 

7 

6 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

18 

9 

2 

7 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

18 

5 

4 

9 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

18 

3 

6 

9 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

1 

2 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

1 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

0 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

0 

2 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

0 

3 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

2 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

3 

0 

0 

3 

_ 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  _ 1 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

62 

68 

67 

r~  

Elementary 

Middle 

High j 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

85 

104 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

73 

43 

71 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

16 

32 

j ‘ ' " *' 

'District  Average 

1 . Student  Attendance  {%) 

93.61 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  {%) 

91.08 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  {%) 

12.07 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.83 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/729 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

8.  Dropout  Rate  <%) 

14.90 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

85.10 

82.05 

O i 
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Cranston  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 


the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


* fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


T 

^rr 

IN/Al 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

[WAl 

ft 

s ~ 


M 

IHIII 


.5  | .5 


* LU  o 

* 


------ 

|N/A| 

Hi 

t ■■■■ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

UUUVQlim  | 

lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

.t=t 

i 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  Information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


+ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  R|  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 N/A  | 

l±Zih- 

"F 

♦ *TI 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 
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Cranston  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

41896 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

15922 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

349033 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

100 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

129 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1 998)  ($) 

32 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


ED  State  ED  District 


4% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


7.00 


Arlington  School 


Cranston  District 
Sandra  Jennings,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
192  Students 
8 Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


Rl  Writing 


! -- 

41 

18 

36 

32 

9 

14 1 

17 

3= 

25 

45 

32 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achi.Qye^  .th.Q  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"Q  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

0 Exemplary 

i - - 

— 

45 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

! -- 

82 

50 

55 

— 

— 

78 

1 -- 

45 

55 

45 

55 

71 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 



14 

14 

14 

rr: 

SKILLS  1 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

nr 

'twrpp-re 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

pptnni  pm 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

- 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


□ 

[—  | 

1 

□ a 

L— J 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

A 

17% 

r\ 

41% 

18%  

17%  [d 

J 56% 

59%  J 

r ) 

88% 

11%^- 

82% 

fl  Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whitelBlack  Q Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

CJ  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

C]  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

CD  Native  American 

CD  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


55% 


18% 


18% 


5% 

I j Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
Fill  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 
80 
60  - 
40- 
20- 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>«  >» 
s s 
8 8 


fwA|*++0 


i §.M  I 

3 §■  5 5 o 


5 E 


w £ CD 
¥ 


IN/Al 

♦♦ 

♦ 04 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
His  panic 
Nalrve  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|wa|+**0 


if!|l 

'if » 


o a 


£ |.S 
:u  J 
uj  5 s 

: TB 


* uj  0 
8 


|N/A] 

★★★0 ♦ 0 

♦H 

~l0n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hspanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Arlington  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


COMPACTS:  Through  literacy  staff,  parents  signed  school  compacts.  (Agreements  to  assist  school  in  educating  students.) 
BOOKS  WITH  A BUDDY:  Entire  school  (all  classes)  participated  in  Buddy  Reading  as  part  of  cross  grade  mentoring  goal. 
TECHNOLOGY:  Approval  of  two  grants  totaling  $38,500  to  assist  school/teachers  to  implement  curriculum  at  the  classroom  level. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0 
5.0 

4 0 Quarterly 


Literacy 


Several 

3-0 

2-0 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
Instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reacfng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maraputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  efferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*Soe  Web 
fa  more  information 


Financial  Information 


l 

This  .School ..... 

This„Di  strict 

The  State  . _ _ 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.18 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.22 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

79.82 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

22.42 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.47 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/8 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/192 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 



s ... 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

I.QYpJfe),.,. 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

; IfeL... 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

, Jpvelfel 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

JevelteL;. 


82 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Chester  W.  Barrows  School 


Cranston  District 

Craig  D.  Jamieson,  Principal 

Grades  K-05 

246  Students 

11  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

9 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

50 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

28 

assessments 

20 

0 

13 

SKILLS 

56 


CONCEPTS 


59 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


13 


56 


52 


20 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  .§tgpdard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

T~l  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  _JL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 


(j 


35% 


65% 


M Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


7%  4% 


83% 


O White  HBIack  O Hispanic 
[U  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


99% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


”0 

79% 


I~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
| 1 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


38% 


24% 


27% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

▲ no  students 
* were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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s s 
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3 


*1 


15 

5 o 


,3d 


5 S-5 


Si 
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o#*on* 

“L 

,♦  on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

1 5 1 
lit 

"go 

1 N/A  | 


>s  >» 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERIC 


Chester  W.  Barrows  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


4th  grade  students  at  Chester  Barrows,  socially  and  economically  diverse,  exceeded  state  expectations  in  math,  reading,  writing,  and 
health  on  new  state  assessment  and  MAT  tests. 

Our  School  Improvement  Team  continues  to  flourish  addressing  the  areas  of  technology,  problem  solving  and  critical  thinking  skills. 

Implemented  an  after  school  foreign  language  program  for  students  K-5.  This  program  was  established  through  the  efforts  of  our  School 
Improvement  Team. 


Response 
Choices  _u 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


r.o 

6.0  jw^ekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0 

9n  bnce^ 

2 0 Year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0  Nww 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cSagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

! 

„This  School 

This  District  _ 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.37 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.61 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

22 

NA 

21 

NA' 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.88 

91.08 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.84 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.63 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/246 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  {%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

leypjfe) Je.Y§l(sJt 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

JeyeKs.L.  JevslfeL.,.. 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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7.02 


Cranston  High  School  East 


Cranston  District 

Donald  W.  Frederick,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

1484  Students 

121  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE10) 


100 

80 

16 

5 

11 

12 

9 

12 

8 

□L 

60 

48 

28 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.AqhjevQd.the.  Standard 

42 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

32 

47 

48 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• O Below  the  Standard  --  - 

□ Below  Proficient 

•B* Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

40 

41 

20 

16 

39 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

n 

17 

mm 

31 

5 

m 

D 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  493  489 


Verbal  average  491  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  59  64 


% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  g4  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 

Range 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 1 

80 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

60 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rale  < 60%) 

statewide 

0 

Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SO  LVI NG 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subs idi zeal unch programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents'  education 


11% 


79% 


97% 


87% 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
Q Not  Eligible 


□ White H Black  [^Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
I ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
[~]  Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  educalion  after  high  school 
Cl  Graduated  from  college 
E3l  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

+ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


PlGdSG  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cranston  High  School  East 


Information  Works l School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


AFTER  SCHOOL  PROGRAM:  Cranston  High  School  East  ran  an  extensive  after  school  program  which  consisted  of  intramural 
basketball,  weight  lifting,  break  dancing  and  academic  programs. 

PERSONALIZATION  PROGRAM:  The  year  began  with  an  extensive  freshman  orientat ion/cook -out  and  5-week  peer  leadership 
program  and  ended  with  "March  Madness"  and  "Diversity  Week". 

FEINSTEIN  SCHOLARS:  Cranston  High  School  East  is  pleased  to  acknowledge  its  6 Feinstein  Scholars. 


Response 
Choices  _R 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5 0 Mpnthly 

4 0 gyarterty 
Several 


3.0 


A'Year 


0 n Once. A 
20  Year 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 

(manipuiatrves,  . 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

. 

r 

j 

This  School __ 

. This  District 

_ The  State_ j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.82 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.96 

72.50 

76.54 

90.41 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

104 

104 

95 

98.68 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.24 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.31 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers*" 

0/121 

2/729 

472/10028 

691/1484 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

16.28 

14.90 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

83.72 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


J 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  I 


100 

School 

targets  for  80 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or  . 
above 


64 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


20 


.1.8. 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


.18 


10 

JZL 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
:. IffXftUS) 


II 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


52 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

ley§l(s.L.. 


13 

12 

■ ■ 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

o 
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7.03 


Cranston  High  School  West 


Cranston  District 
Edmund  Lemoi,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1493  Students 
134  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


— 

8 

8 

7 

29 

17 

13 

27 

— 

14 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 

16 

with  Honors 

. O.Achi^yQd.th?.  Standard 

43 

30 

40 

43 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• 0 Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 

14 



Achievement 

28 

25 

11 

13 

D 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


30 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably- --- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

500 

489 

Verbal  average 

511 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

59 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

85 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , . 

Range  1 I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  —dm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60  - 
40- 
20  - 
0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CO  NCEPTS  SO  LVI NG 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 

edlunch  programs 


subsidize 


5% 


□ 


95% 

Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  3% 


95% 

□ WhiteH  Black  0Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


3% 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


12%  4% 


15% 


13% 


56% 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
M Graduated  from  high  school 
0Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

01  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cranston  High  School  West 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  TEAM:  School  Improvement  Team  continues  to  grow  and  impact  the  educational  environment  of  our 
school. 

TECHNOLOGY  ADVANCES:  This  year  we  added  over  100  computers  for  use  by  teachers,  students  and  administrators.  Also,  our 
teacheis  and  administrators  have  been  trained  to  use  technology  as  a teaching  and  administrative  tool. 

AT  RISK  STUDENTS:  A number  of  programs  have  been  added  to  our  continuum  of  student  services  to  insure  success.  These 


services  include  an  Alternative  Learning  Program,  Saturday  Morning  Detention  and  a student/teacher  mentoring  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  {$$> 


5.0  Monthly 
4 0 Quarterly 


3.0 


2.0 


A'Year 

jbnce.A 

Year" 


1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


-•  ■ - 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

61.96 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.28 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Selected  school 

104 

104 

95 

Indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.70 

91.08 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.74 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.02 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/134 

2/729 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

988/1493 

2780/1 0680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

13.39 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

86.61 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


Financial  information 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


o 
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100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


"14 

12 

■ 

■ 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

ieyeijfe). 


i ! 


30 


22 

■ 1 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
JeveKsJL... 


i 60 


65 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 
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Daniel  D.  Waterman  School 


Cranston  District 
Norman  Laliberte,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
252  Students 
11  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


59 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


30 


30 


32 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


22 


67 


20 


44 


22 


40 


49 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Ac.hi.QYed  th.Q  .Stervterd . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

" ED  Below  the  Standard  """ 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


49 


□ 'Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


■nzj 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  Jad L 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  urtcn  programs 


15% 

0 


85% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%.  0/ 
2%  10/Q 


95% 

ED  White  iBIack  I iHispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


2% 


98% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


13% 


0 


87% 


0 Non-Recipients 

1 Resource 

0 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


35% 


57% 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 
0 Graduated  from  college 
[T-Tl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  Information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
ware  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60 
40- 
20 
0- 


M at  hematics 
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Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Daniel  D.  Waterman  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


INFUSION  OF  HIGHER  ORDER  THINKING  SKILLS:  Teachers  have  continued  to  stress  the  development  of  higher  order  thinking  skills  in  all 
areas  of  the  curriculum. 

HANDS  ON  SCIENCE  ROOM:  Parents  and  teachers  have  worked  together  to  develop  a hands  on  science  room  in  which  parent  volunteers 
will  set  up  the  rooms  for  hands-on  science  instruction  by  the  teacher. 

READ  TO  FEED-THE  HEIFFER  PROJECT:  World  wide  community  service  project.  Students  earned  money  through  a book  reading  pledge 
system.  Money  was  used  to  purchase  animals  to  help  families  earn  income  and  help  feed  the  world  hunger. 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 


Financial  Information 


1 

This  School 

—This, District 

The  State_ j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.21 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.14 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.10 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.28 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.58 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

2/729 

472/10028 

1/252 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

levelfe) 

jpxelfel 



li 

92 

1 

39 

45 

JL  29 

■ ■ 

■ 

1 1 

° 1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (si  ... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


27 


n 


-5fr- 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jeveifel... 


11  10 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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7.05 


Eden  Park  School 


Cranston  District 
George  Gagnon,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
375  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


51 


26 


SKILLS 


21 


60 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


16 


42 


63 


54 


28 


16 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .the  standard 

EH  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


23 


□ Exemplary 

1~1  Prpficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

100 

1.  1 

80 

60 

Range 

Actual  — 

Data 
Not  

.a 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

32% 

i%1%i% 

(T\ 

16% 

68%^^ 

w 

97% 

100% 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White  BlBlack  EHHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 

EH  Native  American 

EH  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


21% 


27% 


24% 

29% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[XI I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 
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(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Eden  Park  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


SCHOOL  COMMUNICATION:  The  Eden  Park  Gazette  gave  monthly  updates  on  classroom  activities  as  well  as  school  happenings. 
CULTURAL  ARTS:  A broad-based  cultural  arts  program  sponsored  by  PTOon  communication  was  a great  success. 

COMPUTER  INSTRUCTION:  Computers  were  purchased  with  Literacy  funds  as  well  as  Champlin  Grant  so  that  each  classroom  has  a 
computer. 


Choices  ~~ ^ 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  gfeekly 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  fe 
2-0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1 .0  Never 

St  uctents  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands  on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

■ --  - 

This  School 

This  District. 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.16 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.92 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

Indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.19 

91.08 

84.76 

*Seo  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.62 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.19 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/375 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students  % of  students 


performing  at  performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


standard  or 
above 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 
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30 
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i 

20 

1 12 
1 

! 

i 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

leveKsl 

level(s)t 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


7.06 


Edgewood  Highland  School 


Cranston  District 
Joseph  Pasonelli,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
207  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


34 


40 


SKILLS 


10 


05 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


66 


39 


16 


13 


56 


30 


62 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi.QYed  .the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


. O Exemplary 

. .CD  Proficient 

f1  Below  Proficient 

’ '■  Considerably’  ’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

or  exceeded 

i : i 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

percentage  of 

Data 
Not  

SL 

similar  students 
statewide 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


60 

40-0 


20 

0 
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English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-Q 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

41%(  A 

V 59% 

10%1% 

26% 

^ S 74% 

12% 

20% 

0 
/ 68% 

14% 

5,% 

29% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  H Black  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
[TT|  1 dont  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


(ewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  | 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
LBs  panic 
Native  American 
Wtte 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Edgewood  Highland  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


PARENT  INVOLVEMENT:  Numerous  "family  activities"  were  presented  this  year  in  conjunction  with  the  PTO  including  a family  walk  and  a 
supper. 

TECHNOLOGY:  A computer  lab  has  been  started  that  will  house  25  networked  student  computers. 

TIME  ON  TASK:  Our  test  scores  indicated  that,  based  on  our  demographics,  our  students  scored  well  in  all  areas  and  above  expectations  in 
reading. 


Choic  es 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  jvefciy 

5 0 teittily 

4.0  tefflterty 


3 0 A-Year 
2.0 

1 0 Never- 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papas  otha  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mat  hem  at  cal 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.03 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.34 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.00 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.83 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.73 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

2/729 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/207 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  informal  bn 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 
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level(§)  lev?l(si 
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Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Edward  S.  Rhodes  School 


Cranston  District 
Kenneth  Blackman,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
239  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


80 


63 


18 


[~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  .th.Q .Standard 

Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Exemplary 

Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

1 Considerably’  ” 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 
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Range 

100 

I | 

80 
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— 

60 

Data 
Not  : 

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 
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PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 
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of  students 
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4%1%1% 
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4% 
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4% 

"A 

h 

8%  5% 

attending 
this  school 

79°/<N^ 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

W 

94% 

0 White  H Black  ED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

v_y 

96% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

^ ^ 79% 

0 Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

69% 

0 Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 

01  don't  know 

Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Edward  S.  Rhodes  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


CULTURAL  ARTS  NIGHT:  School  band,  chorus,  and  instrumentalists  performed  forchildren  and  parents.  Artwork  was  displayed  throughout 
the  school.  Music/Art  multimedia  program  was  presented. 

WORLD  MATH  DAY:  Every  class  in  the  school  participated  in  this  event  as  students  were  involved  in  a special  problem-solving  project 
related  in  some  way  to  a famous  landmark. 

LRE:  Our  school  has  a LRE  teaching  model  in  place  that  has  been  showcased  to  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Choices  _R 
7.0  W5 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

r-^ 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

30  jfts, 


2.0 


OncaA 

Year 


1.0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.32 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.93 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.84 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.36 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.73 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/239 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soe  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s)[ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s> 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERIC 


7.08 


Garden  City  School 


Cranston  District 
James  C.  Brown,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
316  Students 
14  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


22 


SKILLS 


35 


CONCEPTS 


68 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


49 


38 


32 


30 


52 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .the  Stand  3rd . 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 "1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

18% 

4%  1°% 

10% 

6% 

5% 

, 1 AOL 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 

0 

"Al 

D 

© 

£ 

[) 

36% 

X.  y 18% 

this  school 

82%  N 

V- 

85% 

90% 

85% 

27% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

0 White  HBIackEH  Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

O Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

l~~l  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

1 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  hk£i  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  coQege 
01  don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


I N/A  | 


★0*0 


s“i 


2 2 
i 5 6 


★0 


5 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


#o*o  no 

H- 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
hBspanJc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

UJ  | UJ 

O 

* 

m 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Garden  City  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY:  Construction  and  implementation  of  a networked  computer  laboratory. 

TECHNOLOGY:  Implementation  of  a computer  curriculum. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  TEAMS:  Completed  phase  four  of  the  School  Improvement  Team's  5-Year  Plan. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


Choices 

70  - 

6.0  JjySwy 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 guarterty 


Literacy 


3.0 


A-Vear 


2.0  5l^A 


1 Year 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmardpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  gve 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  cfifferent  with  school 

topics  work 

i • --  - - 1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State _j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.13 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.74 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.33 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.69 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.29 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

2/729 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/316 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  more  infamation 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
level  (§).... 

above 

achievement 
JevelfeL... 

above 

achievement 
. level  (si 

above 

achievement 
...  Jevel(sl 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


186 


7.09 


George  J.  Peters  School 


Cranston  District 
William  Brannon,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
309  Students 
14  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

25 

30 

80 

Percentage  of 

— 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

50 

48 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

— 

23 

23 

0 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


57 


33 


17 


19 


75 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  the .Standard 

O Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


49 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

I"!  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 „„J 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

0 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


1 I \ 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

\ 

12%  3\, 

Characteristics 

f 40% 

/T\ 

A 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

6°%V 

(D 

96% 

u 

100% 

J 

84% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  B Black  CDHispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

D Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 

C Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

C Native  American 

C Other  Programs 

[3  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


9% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
| 1 Graduated  from  college 
|Xl  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 
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[nEOOOO## 
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ill 
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1 lu  O 
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Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A 1 

0 000## 

T 

★on 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiaiVP.L 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 
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.tf 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


ERLC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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George  J.  Peters  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


BOOKS  & BEYOND:  This  was  a reading  incentive  program  where  students  in  all  grades  read.  We  read  a total  of  245,509  pages. 
TEAM  NUTRITION  DAY:  Team  Nutrition  Day  was  held  on  March  3,  1998.  We  served  over  1000  free  meals. 


*See  Web  Ml  AMIGO:  A program  which  teams  up  high  school  students  with  elementary  students  to  help  with  academics, 

for  school  goals 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


7.0 


DaSyr> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  ypn ihty 

4.0  Quart erty 

Several 
o n fTtfies 
J 0 A -Year 


0 n Once,A 
2 0 Year 

1 o Nev  er 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  , 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.67 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.41 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.77 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.82 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.29 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.75 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/309 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


188 


7.10 


Gladstone  Street  School 


Cranston  District 
Walter  Reis,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
438  Students 
22  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100  ' 
80 
60 
40 
'20 
0 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


33 


38 


23 


SKILLS 


46 


40 


CONCEPTS 


59 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


49 


15 


35 


38 


13 


50 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ..Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


O Exemplary 

O Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 

60 

40-a 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized  lunch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


71% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


□ whiteHBIackDHispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  knew 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 ro  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERLC 


Gladstone  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Working  Wonders  Focus  School-All  faculty  worked  with  the  East  Bay  Educational  Collaborative  to  hone  skills  in  mathematics,  science  and 
assessment. 

Faculty  Sharing  Time-All  faculty  now  have  30  minutes  common  planning  time  in  which  to  share  ideas  or  technology  integration,  rubrics, 
alternative  assessments,  instruction,  etc. 

End  of  Year  Celebration-  All  children  participated  in  celebration  of  achievements  in  academics  and  service  to  school  and  community. 


Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  {Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  fe 

n n Onoe^A 
Year' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papas 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(marqpulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


] 

ThisSchool„ 

This  District^ 

The  State  J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.91 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.89 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.29 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

19 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

82.85 

91.08 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.39 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.25 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/22 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

21/438 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
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%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 
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performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  (?) 

. Iev§l (si 

f 

level  (si 

. 

level  (si 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Glen  Hills  School 


Cranston  District 
Darlene  Walsh,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
346  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


22 


47 


26 


SKILLS 


43 


28 


CONCEPTS 


19 


45 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


17 


10 


56 


10 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


PI  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved .th.O .Stend^rd . 

□ Neatly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


59 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

Below  Proficient 

| Cons  iderab’ly 
Below  Proficient 


1 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

i , 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

-2L 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  fa 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(T\ 

. l%i% 

(T) 

3% 

rn 

4% 

*41 

r\ 

91%  ^ ^ 

96% 

97% 

79% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  HBIack  CDHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
CD  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


53% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
[Xj  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Glen  Hills  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology -The  integration  of  computer  technology  and  curriculum  was  a focus  throughout  the  year.  Our  first  'Technology  Evening"  was 
held  in  May  to  showcase  accomplishments  in  the  area  of  technology. 

Problem  Solving  Strategies-AII  teachers  participated  in  grade  level  in-services  on  problem  solving  strategies  which  were  held  throughout 
the  year.  Emphasis  was  placed  on  helping  students  apply  these  problem  solving  strategies. 

Internet  Project  Honors-An  internet  project  entitled  "Rhonda  Rhody's  Rhode  Island  Ramble"  was  created.  The  project  was  used  by  Glen  Hills 
second  grade  students  and  students  around  the  state;  judged  one  of  the  ten  best  projects  in  the  state  of  Rl. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  Bafr> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Sisterly 


3 0 ’A'Year 

0 n Once.A 
2 0 YeaT 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

78.95 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.61 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.22 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

5.62 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.72 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

6/346 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 
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performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 
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lowest 
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lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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7.12 


Hope  Highlands  Elementary  School 


Cranston  District 
Vincent  Rozen,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
546  Students 
24  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

18 

8 

80 

31 

16 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

31 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

61 

47 

41 

assessments 

20 

16 

20 

0 



SKILLS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


20 


66 


77 


65 


18 


13 


65 


19 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi.QYe4  .th.Q  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Prgfici.ent 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 

r r\ 
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J 
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Reduced-Lunch 
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HU  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
["I  Graduated  from  college 
[TT]  I don!  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hope  Highlands  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


SPECIAL  THEMATIC  WEEK  OF  INSTRUCTION  FOCUS:  Professional  staff  planned  a number  of  motivating,  exciting,  fun-filled  and 
instructionally  rewarding  activities  in  honor  of  each  of  the  specific  thematic  weeks. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICE  PROJECTS:  Numerous  ways  to  positively  affect  the  lives  of  others  and  insure  that  students  experienced  a more 
humanistic  learning  environment. 

KINETIC  SCULPTURE:  Art  production  allowed  5th  grade  students  to  observe,  discriminate,  interpret,  make  decisions,  apply  finding  to  new 
situations  and  to  create  their  own  mechanical  work. 


Response 

Choices 


7-0  ] 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0^e6kiy 

5.0  McrtWy 

4.0  gS&tedy 

n ^hce.A 
20  year 


i.o  tey* 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulaiives,  speak  on  eft  rerent  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.75 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.41 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.77 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.23 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.08 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/24 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/546 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 
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above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 
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1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Hugh  B.  Bain  Middle  School 


Cranston  District 

Dr.  Gary  Spremullo,  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

709  Students 

61  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 
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60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 
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iwRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS, 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

t READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


10 


PI  Exemplary 

.□Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
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compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
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Data  <0 
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(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100- 
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Mat  hematics  (GRADE  8) 

PROBLEM 

ILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 
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Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


76% 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


15%  10% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 


57% 


0 


43% 


6% 


94% 


24% 


B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□white HBIackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
HResource 

□ Self-Contained 


B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n/a| 

n*n*rk 

T 

Lon 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
-.rted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hugh  B.  Bain  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


ACTIVITY  PROGRAM:  Implemented  a trimester  activity  program  which  met  twice  a week. 

AFTER  SCHOOL  ACTIVITIES/INTRAMURAL  ACTIVITIES:  Continued  to  offer  a wide  variety  of  intramural  activities  program  and 
implemented  an  after  school  activities  program. 

TECHNOLOGY:  Increased  availability  of  computer  hardware  and  installation  of  a satellite  dish  to  explore  distance  learning  possibilities. 
In-service  training  sessions  offered  to  staff. 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  tenthly 

4 0 Quarterly 


3.0 


Several 
iTimes 
A- Year 


n n Once,A 
20  Year 

t*^ 

1 0 Never 

U-*" 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 

■ --  * • - •-  

This  School 

This  District  .. 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  <%) 

76.30 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.80 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

93 

85 

86 

6.  Stability  <%) 

86.78 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

14.55 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.71 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachere* 

0/61 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

620/709 

2780/1 0680  35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  <%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

lev§l(sl 

above 

achievement 
level  (sj 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (?) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


196 


7.14 


John  W.  Horton  School 


Cranston  District 
Norma  Cole,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
134  Students 
7 Teachers 


100 

3: 

80 

Percentage  of 

50 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

29 

assessments 

20 

_ 

17 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


29 


38 


CONCEPTS 


25 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


17 


29 


50 


17 


17 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .$t9pc}9rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"CH  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


I**!  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — ^mm 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


40 


□ 'O' 


H 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

!K™51% 

2%  4% 

© 

2% 

© 

15% 

28%  J 57% 

0 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

93% 

□ whiteBBIackQHispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

98% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E!  Other  Programs 

' 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
£]  Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
IT©!  1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 

In/ a I 

0*00  ★ 

r 

ho* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  W.  Horton  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


CURRICULUM  NIGHT:  Parents,  teachers  and  students  participated  in  problem  solving  and  inquiry  based  instruction. 
PRAIRIE  WEDDING/FASHION  SHOP:  3rd  and  4th  grade  performance  of  poetry,  literature  and  early  American  culture. 


*See  Web  THANKSGIVING  FEAST:  1 st  & 2nd  grade  Thanksgiving  performance  and  luncheon, 

for  school  goals 


Response 
Choices  _T > 


Selected 

7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Mphihly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  gyartoV 
Several 

30  fe 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 

2.0 

1.0  tever 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reacfing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
tear  rang 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


[ 

This  School 

This  District 

...The.  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.78 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

122.22 

72.50 

76.54 

94.66 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

79.62 

91.08 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.66 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.37 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/7 

2/729 

472/10028 

4/134 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

1 

Financial  information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 

i 

| 



- - 

- : 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
...J.ey0j  (§).... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (si  


-54’ 


50 


-5fr- 


32 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


r 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


.JpxeKs A... 


1 

1 

so  ■ 

J± 

42 

47 

26 

LI 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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7.15 


Norwood  Avenue  School 


Cranston  District 
Laura  Albanese,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
201  Students 
10  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


□I 

29 

42 

21 

71 

55 

El  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Ac.bi.QYed  .the  .$  tend  end 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

" ED  Below  the  Standard 

52 

23 

62 

32 

| Little  Evidence  of 

16 

10 

13 

19 

35 

14 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

.READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

.D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


60- 

40- 

20 

o- 


Engllsh  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 

v s5% 

9% 

m£\ 

A 

7% 

attending 
this  school 

w 

16% 

J 57% 

^ 76% 

52% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CJ  WhiteHBIack  [I]  Hispanic 

D Non-Recipients 

Q Non-Recipients 

1 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| G radiated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

H Resource 

ED  Some  education  after  high  school 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

n Self-Contained 

1 1 Graduated  from  college 
p]  1 don’t  know 

71S 
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Norwood  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


HEALTHY  OPTION:  USDA  Award  winning  health  food  store  where  students  learn  the  value  of  healthy  eating,  employment  opportunities  and 
finance  ability. 

PARENT  RESOURCE  CENTER:  Parents  meet  on  a weekly  basis  to  discuss  various  issues.  Materials,  refreshments  and  lively 
discussions  make  parents  feel  truly  welcomed  and  valued  at  Norwood. 

INSTRUCTIONAL  NIGHT:  In  conjunction  with  our  partner,  Johnson  & Wales  University,  a spectacular  celebration  of  cultures  takes  place 
complete  with  food,  costumes,  and  entertainment. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


5 0 Monthly 


Several 

3.o  m 


2.0 


Once.A 

Year' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T e&chers  assign 
reading  materials  , 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 

labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

86.96 

72.50 

' 76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.70 

93.61 

92.74 

20 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

90.05 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.69 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.33 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

2/729 

472/1 0028 

22/201 

2780/10680 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sl  . 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

Je.Y el  (si 

I 


% of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 
lev  el  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


7.16 


Oak  Lawn  School 


Cranston  District 
Joan  Montaquila,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
365  Students 
21  Teachers  ' 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


100 

ft 

15 

o 

12 

80 

Percentage  of 

39 

31 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

63 

18 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

39 

assessments 

20 

39  ‘ 

15 

16 

0 

7 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


67 


30 


34 


16 


30 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .P  Ap.bi.QYPd  .th.Q  .sten.cterd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"P  Below  the  Standard  " 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


35 

P Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

51 

D Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

I 

n 



Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


o 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

3% 

© 

1%3% 

© 

o 

10% 

© 

( NA ) 

97%" 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

w 

96% 

[U  White  H Black  O Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

(U  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

^ ' 

90% 

Q Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
I"!  Self-Contained 

v — y 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
1 i Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
[TT|  1 don't  know 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Oak  Lawn  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COOL  SCHOOL  AWARD:  "Education  World"  recognized  Oak  Lawn  as  the  first  elementary  web-site  established  by  4th  graders. 
ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT:  MET  results  were  above  city  norms  in  math  and  reading. 

TECHNOLOGY:  Integration  of  technology  through  all  grades  results  in  extensive  creative  writing. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 
5 0 

4 0 guarterty 
Several 


3.0 


A-Yaar 


2.0 


1.0 


fear 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(marapulattves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


i 

This  School 

This  Districts 

1 

_„The„  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.72 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.26 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.44 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.05 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.62 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

2/729 

472/10028 

10,  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/365 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


i 

j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
lAYftl 

above 

achievement 
JpveKsL... 

above 

achievement 
... Jeveltel 

above 

achievement 
JeveKsl.... 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


7.17 


Park  View  Middle  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


20 

8 

10 

13 

I 

=31 

22 

33 

36 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

32 

61 

. . . □ Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- 

26 

18 

— 

89 

79 

29 

26 

35 

— 

36 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

17 

18 

B 

23 

~6~ 

15 

X 

17 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS! 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Cranston  District 
Jon  Choiniere,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
820  Students 
77  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


0 Exemplary 

. □Proficient 

□ Beiow  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Beiow  Proficient 


17 


39 


38 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  ( grades ) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Sample  — 
Range 

100 

! 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

.a 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


y 


•CZ3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 
subsidized! unch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 

education  services  parents'  education 


85% 


7% 


93% 


4% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□white  ■ BlackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
□ I dont  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Park  view  Middle  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 
*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


TNT  (Annual  Variety  Show):  One  third  of  the  student  population  and  many  staff  participated  in  the  8th  Annual  TNT. 
HONOR  ROLL:  40%  of  the  student  population  made  the  honor  roll. 

ACTIVITY  PROGRAM:  100% of  the  student  population  participated  in  a twice  weekly  activity  program. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


Choices  JT 
70  .. 

6.0 

r\ 

5.0  Mgrthty 

4.0  gi&terty 


'era! 

3-0  Ett 
2-0^'A 


1.0 


Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


n 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
98.57 

This  District 

100.00 

The  State.. 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.71 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.91 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

73 

85 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.30 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.43 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.38 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/77 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

269/820 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80- 


60- 


40- 


20 


-56- 


19 


39 


•14 13" 


49 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jeyel(sj. leyejfe) 


-15-- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


92 


93 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (§) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


7.18 

204 


Stadium  School 


Cranston  District 
Dr.  Edward  Mara,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
246  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

7 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

44 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

37 

assessments 

20 

0 

12 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


49 


40 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


23 


25 


30 


39 


34 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achi.Qyed  .the  .Stend^nd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

. .D  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  , , 

Range  — { i 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 60%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-a- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


031% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


87% 

EH  White  HBIack  C D Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


8% 


17% 


© 

^ ^ 75% 


ED  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


14% 


11% 


30% 


23% 


23% 

ED  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
ED  Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


>.  >* 
s £ 

* I 


[M]**QQ 


s“! 


115 

ISO 


□ol 


£ fr£ 


' m O 


[n/a| 

**oon* 

-T 

♦ on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
hfe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Stadium  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

lor  school  goals 


ASSESSMENT:  MAT7  results  report  continued  increased  achievement  in  both  reading  and  math  at  the  2nd  & 4th  grade. 
SCHOOL/COMMUNITY  RELATIONS:  Partnerships  continue  with  Providence  College,  P.C.  Pals  and  Meeting  Street  School. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICE:  Stadium  School  has  strong  support  from  parents  (Stadium  Partners  in  Education)  who  sponsor  an  after-school 
program.  Stadium  was  awarded  $500  for  community  service  projects. 


Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JV§ekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

3-0  fiWBr 

„ n bnce,A 
^■u  YeaT 

1 .0  teer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatives, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  hcwv  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The.State _ j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

72.50 

76.54 

94.94 

93.61 

92.74 

20 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

93.77 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.00 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.06 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

2/729 

472/10028 

9/246 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l(s)[ 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s).  . 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level (s)l.  .. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


7.19 


Stone  Hill  School 


Cranston  District 
Jerald  Landes,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
311  Students 
14  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


45 


31 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


20 


55 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


27 


70 


20 


63 


12 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ap.hiQyed  .th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

CD  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


30 


O Exemplary 

. -D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


■J" b 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


1 


r — i 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

Mothers  education  of  the 

ethnic  backgrounds 

education  services 

students  who  took  the 
assessment 

7% 

1%1% 

13% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

93%^ 

© 

97% 

O 

100% 

© 

87% 

(n© 

CD  Did  not  finish  hk^i  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CH  White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

CD  Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Resource 

dl  Some  education  after  high  school 

E3  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

PI  Self-Contained 

1 1 Gradated  from  college 
[TT]  1 don't  know 

7.20 

o 
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Stone  Hill  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


TESTING:  Students  in  Grades  2 and  4 continued  to  score  well  above  district  average  on  standardized  tests.  Grade  4 students  were 
particularly  strong  in  reading. 

PARENT  INVOLVEMENT:  The  involvement  of  parents  continued  to  be  one  of  our  strengths.  Their  participation  in  school  activities  and  in 
fund  raising  has  enable  our  school  community  to  flourish. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICE:  Teachers  and  students  recognized  the  need  to  extend  the  walls  of  the  classroom  and  formed  'Working 
Partnerships"  in  and  around  our  school  and  city. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  Da8yr> 


6.0  {Weekly 

5 0 Monthly 


4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 PSr 


2.0 


<Dnce,A 

Year' 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0  Nwer 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

65.09 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.22 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

94.77 

91.08 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

5.54 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.49 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

2/729 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/311 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s)t 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sjt 


,7a. 


zz  20 

1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual 


80 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


JeY9!(s.l 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


7.20 


Western  Hills  Middle  School 


Cranston  District 
Joseph  DiLorenzo,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
937  Students 
70  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 
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80 
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40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


31 

! 

9 

26 



8 | 

15 

~6~ 

8 

— 

29 

27 

64 

42 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.AQhi?yMth6.$.tandard . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

33 

23 

86 

77 

— 

H Below  the  Standard 

25 

21 

37 

— 

32 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

24 

Achievement 

8 

18 

10 

13= 

V 

~7~ 

14 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

R]  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


O Exemplary 

.□.PjpflQlQPi 

□ Below  Proficient 

■'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — j 
Range 

Actual  — 


Data 

Not  — ^ 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rato  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


CZ3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

2% 

(T) 

rn 

9%  3% 

w 

93% 

97% 

w 

100% 

88% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

D Not  Eligible 

dwhite  ■ BlackCU  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

d Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
[2]  Other  Programs 

I~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
d Self -Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


13% 


65% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
n Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I don't  know 


Percentage 

100---- 

of  students 

80  - - 

who  met  or 

60---- 

exceeded 

the  standard 

4U 

20  - 

*See  Web 

n fl 

fa  mae  infamatbn 

0 — L 

on  non-proficient 

students 

a fewer  than 

^ 10  students 

a no  students 

▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


[n/a| 


0+*l  1+ 


mi  fi 


5 § 


IH 


.6  S' .6 


' w o 


[n/a] 


>s  >s 

It 


Q±k\ 


ill! 1 1 
s°|p° 

* 1 

.i 


tti 


io 


.5  S' .5 


w £ o 

S 

.« 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Western  Hills  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeb 

for  school  goals 


Rl  WRITING  ASSESSMENT:  55%  of  the  students  taking  the  Rl  Writing  Assessment  scored  proficient  or  exemplary  on  the  test. 

NEW  MATH  STANDARDS  ASSESSMENT:  77%  of  the  students  scored  proficient  or  above  proficient  in  skills,  34%  in  concepts  and  32% 
in  problem  solving.  Students  exceeded  expected  results. 

TECHNOLOGY:  Technology  Committee  was  established  to  improve  and  study  the  use  of  computers  and  technology  in  teaching  and 
learning  of  all  students  in  all  academic  areas. 


Response 

Choices 


r.o  Dap>l> 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 


4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Quarterly 

Several 

Times 

A'Year 

ibhcaA 
Yea r 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  dagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(mardpulatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 
labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


!"' ~ 

. This  School.  ...  . 

This  District^ 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.81 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.87 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

93 

85 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.22 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.65 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.84 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/70 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

138/937 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l(s]t 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


64 


67 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above 

l£v§l(s)  levpl  (s) 


'34  ‘ 


27 


II 


.57.. 


61 


92 


"93' 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

IfiYelfe) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


210 


7.21 


William  R.  Dutemple  School 


Cranston  District 

Maureen  T.  Cicchitelli,  Principal 

Grades  K-05 

286  Students 

13  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

22 

17 

80 

— 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

39 

50 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

30 

33 

0 

9 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


32 


23 


49 


34 


PI  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

ED  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Pi  Exemplary 

. .□  .PCPficient 

I~l  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o- 


M at  hematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

f 37% 

4%2%1  °/o 

/fS 

r\ 

3°/c 

13#/^ 

IX 

63%\.  ^7 

W 

r 

) 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

93% 

CD  White  BBIack  ED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
[53  Other  Programs 

84% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
ED  Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


27% 


25% 


37% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
[ | G raduated  from  college 
[X]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


| N/A 1 


| fc 
o 6 


★0*0 1 U 


lit |1 2 

$ 1 5 


|±Q| 


.6  &.S 


w m O 


| N/A  | 

★0*0rt* 

-r 

★On 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


f^l+o+ol  U 


sjrflg  l 

sm|po 


m 


1 ui  O 


1 N/A  | 


>.  >s 

is 

SI 


★0*01  \k 


_ ; o 

q :JTS 


ili 

i 56 


S S' .6 


1 uj  CJ 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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William  R.  Dutemple  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeto 

for  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY:  The  integration  of  computer  technology  was  further  enhances  through  professional  development  activities  which  were 
planned  and  implemented  by  the  Technology  Action  Team. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT:  The  School  Advisory  Council,  through  a shared  decision-making  process,  defined  schoolwide  goals  and  created 
Action  Teams. 

COMMUNICATION:  Communication  Action  Team  created  and  filmed  a video  entitled  "A  Look  At  Dutemple  School”. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.42 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.98 

93.61 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.88 

91.08 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.94 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.99 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/286 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

level(s)t 

above 

achievement 
Jev§!(s)t 

above 

achievement 
Jev?  ICs  X 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


7.22 


Woodridge  School 


Cranston  District 
Patricia  D'Aloisio,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
228  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


45 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


JL. 

14 

41 

41 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


73 


23 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□Below  the  Standard  ' 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


58 


□ Exemplary 

. .CH  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


.D. 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  , , 

Range  — | | 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80  

60 

40 

20 ctmm’’ 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C 


3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

10% 

rt\ 

3%2% 

7% 

"Ah 

4% 

22%  /c<vT^1 1 % 

90% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

94% 

□ White  ®Blackn  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

100% 

CH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 

83% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

l J 22% 

41% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 dont  know 

Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Woodridge  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


CAREER  WEEK:  This  was  a very  successful  attempt  to  provide  our  students  with  exposure  to  real  world  learning  activities. 

PARENT  UNIVERSITY:  This  is  a series' of  mini-courses  designed  to  provide  parents  with  knowledge  of  new  educational  trends. 

CULTURAL  ARTS/ENRICHMENT  OPPORTUNITIES:  Woodridge  School  has  a very  strong  program  which  yearly  both  extends  and  enriches 
our  students  lives. 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%)  84.62  100.00  85.98 


2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%)  78.72  72.50  76.54 

3;  Student  Attendance  (%)  94.76  93.61  92.74 

Selected  schoo I .A  Average  Class  S i i z e (El ementary) 19  21  21 

Ind Icators  - - -5---  §P?.n.  °f.  P!®? ponslbll  ity  (M iddl e & High) NA  N A NA 

*See  Web  - - 6;  Stability  (%) 94.12  91.08  84.76 

for  more  information  7.  Mobility  (%)  7.56  12.07  19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  98.06  97.83  96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers*  0/12  2/729  472/10028 


1 0 .  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Stud e nts * p/228  2780/1 0680  35481/1 53342 

.1.1. : P!9p.“9>lt  Rate(%)  NA  14.90  17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%)  NA  85.10  82.00 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

J 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

. . ..... ... ... . . ....  Jevel  (§)...  ..,t  , JeyeKsl JeyeKsA JevelCsi . 

i * ! ■ si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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OmfelTOOQglGDCDQD  TOsofeS 
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Cumberland  District 


Joseph  M.  Nasif,  Jr.,  Superintendent 
4822  Students 
328  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


31 


46 


20 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


68 


14 

p a 


59 


30 


34 


25 


65 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q Achieved,  the  Standard  , 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ □ Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 
Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 

100 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


10 

I £ 

41 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.  AQhjpyMth^.S.tandArd . . 

37 

85 

78 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□'Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

12 

10 

16 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 

17 

PI  Exemplary 

47  D Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

’ H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


36 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9)  (GRADE  10) 


100 

13 

11 

9 

* ■ 

6 

80 

35 

19 

26 

Percentage  of 

i 

20 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

40 

□ Exemplary 

students  at 

60 

‘ 

15 

14 

. . .Q  Achieved  tfie  .Stanc&rd 

□ Proficient 

each  performance 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

□ Below  Proficient 

level  on  the 

40 

41 

Standard 

high  school 
assessments 

28 

40 

52 

---□  Below  the  Standard-  - ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

38 

■ Considerably- 
Below  Proficient 

20 

13 

11 

23 

16 

10 

16 

0 

skills] 

□ 

\ 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

538 

489 

Verbal  average 

528 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

62 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

96 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cumberland  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

0 

13% 

0 

- 2%  i% 

0 

3% 

0 

12% 

91% 



87% 

96% 

97% 

83% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 
EH  Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

EH  Not  Eligible 

EH  White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 

□ Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

5 

2 

0 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

5 

2 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

5 

2 

0 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

5 

2 

1 

2 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

0 

2 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty' 

All  Seniors 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

i Qt  i irlont  orvi 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

43 

72 

70 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

80 

High  j 

97 

^OUJUctU  cUKJ  loPLllbr 

responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

76 

72 

88 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

19 

41 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
95.46 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

93.81 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

9.01 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.92 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Fi  led  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

2/328 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

8.05 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

91.95 

82.05 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


— 

I N/A 1 

***o  ★ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


£ £ 
# 5 


31  § l| 
“11*0 
x < 


★★ 


-<3 

I 

o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


8.00 


Cumberland  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

Stale  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

45695 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

17166 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

344496 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

121 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

67 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

18 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities  Transportation 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  □ District 


2% 


□ LocaJ  □ State  I Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


8.00 


Ashton  School 


Cumberland  District 
E.  Thomas  Larrabee,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
359  Students 
28  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


17 


57 


25 


SKILLS 


34 


19 


CONCEPTS 


17 


38 


45 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


67 


18 


35 


22 


35 


18 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Cl  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


16 


n Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


mzi 


Actual  — - 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


ICO  -SK,LLS 
80  - __ 
60 

40 


20 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


cm 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

28% 

2%i% 

1%J^ 

(T) 

o 

6% 

"4 

72%  ^ ^ 

96% 

v_y 

100% 

79% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White HBIack  dHispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

[H  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
I"!  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 

assessment 

4% 

f 29°/ 

13% 

I 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
|T?|  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Ashton  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


MULTI-YEAR  GROUPING  (Loop ing)-Pi lot  study  authorized. 

Pre-kindergarten  Co-op  program  began, 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-lnitiated  an  extensive  professional  development  program  in  the  student  writing  process  and  writing 
workshop. 


Choic  es  PI 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0 

4 0 Suatteriy 


3 0 
2.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.00 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

94.64 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.48 

95.46 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

18 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.43 

93.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.11 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.73 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/28 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/359 

436/4822 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

WAV. 

School 

targets  for  80 

■■"74 

78 

adequate 

yearly  60 

progress 

40 

20 

n 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jeyeltel  ... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


26 


26  I 


I ■ I 


45 

40 

li 


64 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levei(s]t 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


-36- 


ll 


43 


-3S- 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
lev^l(sX 


JL  22  | 

l I 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


8.01 


B.F.  Norton  Elementary  School 


Cumberland  District 
Kathyrn  Desjardins,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
474  Students 
33  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


38 


CONCEPTS 


19 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


27 


38 


15 


34 


19 


33 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I NTERPRET ATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  .the  .Stepd^nd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
- Achievement 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| 'Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — m^m 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 


033% 


67% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


93% 

Q WhiteMBIack  D Hispanic 
dl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


79% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


5% 


15% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


32% 


( jr 

25% 

21% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
|Xl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 Iwa1***o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>.  >.  _■  s 


a Si  if  I 

rlr° 


5 frS 


3 2 ^ 

Hi 

a 

* 


|N/Al 

> 

~Un 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I N/A  I 


ft 


0**0 


llflfl 

;“||So 


*J| 

in  "p  2 


UJ  CD 
* 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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B.F.  Norton  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COZ  Family  Center-Provides  school-family  oriented  programs  which  encourage  participation  by  all  socio-economic  and  ethnic  populations 

Parent-Child  Co-op:  A unique  pre-school  program  which  seeks  to  enhance  readiness  skills  for  incoming  kindergarteners  and  train  parents  to 
be  at-home  teachers  for  their  children. 

RIC  Reading-Learning  Lab:  We  were  chosen  to  be  an  on-site  "classroom"  for  RlCs  Developmental  Reading  course.  Many  of  ourclassrooms 
were  used  as  learning  labs  for  undergraduate  students. 


Choices 

7.0  Sa?y> 

Wpekl 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0  JV£eWy 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quartet 
Several 

3 -0  fe 

o n °nce,  A 
20  Year 

1.0 


Uteracy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1. .....  

This  School .... 

This  District .. 

The  State.. 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

90.91 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.21 

95.46 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

89.02 

93.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

11.37 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

93.91 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/33 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NAM  74 

436/4822 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


80 


60- 


40- 


20- 


60 


53 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level{§) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

levpl(si  1evel(si  Ievel(s)t 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Community  School 


Cumberland  District 
Christine  Davidson,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
495  Students 
23  Teachers 


100 

80 

28 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

61 

assessments 

20 

0 

10 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


CONCEPTS 


48 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


18 


20 


66 


23 


70 


39 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi.QYed  .th.Q  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


34 


52 


[^Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


B 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 " l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


] 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

3% 

1% 

13%  1% 

2% 

. 9% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

© 

97% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

© 

99% 

□ White  BBIack  □ Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

O 

100% 

CH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

© 

86% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Q Self-Contained 

© 

89%  

□ DU  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  cortege 
ED  1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


I! 


[Mlooool  lo 


if  2 

5 


I |.S 

ld  "p  2 


w o 
■8 

5 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Community  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  Our  School  Improvement  Team  organized  and  worked  to  develop  tactics  and  results  to  be  implemented  in  the  98- 
99  school  year. 

CURRICULUM:  The  faculty  used  the  construction  at  the  school  as  an  opportunity  to  teach  the  children  about  the  process  from  the  bond  to 
completion. 

STUDENT  OF  THE  MONTH:  Each  month  students  from  each  class  are  recognized  with  a certificate  for  their  effort  in  school. 


Choices 

7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  jWgeWy 

5.0  M^Jthly 


4 0 jQyarterfy 
Several 


3.0  ! 


k-Vear 


2-0  y£f-A 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
tmanipulalrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

- 

This  School 

.This  District 

The  .State. ... 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

91.89 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

90.91 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.12 

95.46 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.28 

93.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

4.72 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.07 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/23 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/495 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


1998 


2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
IjSY&l  ($).... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s]L 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s). 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


75- 


71 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jev  el  (si. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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8.03 


Cumberland  High  School 


Cumberland  District 
Vacant,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1369  Students 
1 06  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


9 

26 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ . A c h j e v e d . t h e . Stan  d a rd 

■ 52 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

10 

~ mm 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


6 

40 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

— 

□ Below  Proficient 

38 

® Considerably--  -- 
Below  Proficient 

16 

SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  538  489 


Verbal  average  528  494 


%of  seniors 
taking  tests 


% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  96  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

| | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

.Q. 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


C 


□ 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


•— c 


!]■ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  unch 


for  Students  from  various 

programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receivir 
or  bilingual  educi 


2%  1% 


3 ESL 
lion 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


9%  5% 


55% 


13% 


18% 


94% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


97% 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 
n Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


99% 

□ Non-Recipients 

H ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 


85% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l don't  Know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


8.04 

o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Cumberland  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*Seo  Web 
fa  school  goals 


School  to  Career  - An  acquired  NRI-BEA  STC  grant  provided  teacher  training  to  understand  and  infuse  STC  components  into  all 
classrooms. 

Service  Learning  - Service  Learning  became  a graduation  requirement  starting  with  the  1 997-98  freshman  class. 

Technology  - Working  Wonders  1 Cluster  Grant  funding  provided  teacher  training  at  beginner  and  advanced  levels. 


Response 
Choices  |~i 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  ^ 

6.0  jwjeeMy 

5.0  Ms&wy 

4.0  QuBtx^ 
Several 


3.0  II 


2.0 


jbrx^A 

year* 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


i .o  w 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulalves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  a on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

wok 

- - • - ‘ • - ' • - ' 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

52.53 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.61 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.59 

95.46 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.27 

93.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.77 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.44 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/106 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

358/1369 

436/4822 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

8.05 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

91.95 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  Information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

Rl  Writing 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


-76-  - 


80 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


12 

10 

■ 

91 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level (s)  . . 


46- 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

I©vqI(s)[  . , 


'53' ' 


45 


-.16- 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


3 
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8.04 


Cumberland  Hill  School 


Cumberland  District 
Kathleen  McCarthy,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
452  Students 
24  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


19 


62 


SKILLS 


38 


CONCEPTS 


23 


52 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


16 


64 


26 


28 


58 


12 


15 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved .tfi.e .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"Q  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data  0% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

( T) 

(TS 

o 

4% 

10% 

93% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

W 

97% 

CD  White  HBIack  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

w 

86% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


65% 


15% 

V jy  12% 


Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

▲ no  students 
" were  proficient 

0 00  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


(n/a| 


II 


*0*01  io 


ft 


S“| 


ill 

I S S 


4_ffl 


5 | .5 

UJ  > UJ 
Sri 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cumberland  Hill  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Fifth  grade  students  presented  the  musical  'The  Wizard  of  Oz"  to  parents,  students  and  community  members. 

As  part  of  the  Feinstein  Good  Deeds  Program,  staff  and  students  participated  in  the  "Caught  Being  Good"  Program.  Good  deeds  were 
recognized  and  displayed  on  a lobby  bulletin  board. 

The  School  Improvement  Team  was  established.  A mission  statement  was  developed  and  a strategic  plan  is  being  formulated. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jw§BWy 

5.0  jws&wy 

4.0  ^rt0f[y 
Several 

3-0  fe 

2.0 
i.o 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


n 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reacfing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

! 

1 

This  School 

ThisDi  strict 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

80.85 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.49 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.72 

95.46 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

92.34 

93.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

6.17 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.38 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

2/328 

472/10028 

0/452 

436/4822 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

......  J.QypJfe).... 

JeveKsl.... 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

.......  leys! (si. ...  JeyeKsl ... 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Cumberland  Hill  Annex 


Cumberland  District 
Kathleen  McCarthy,  Principal 
Grades  K-01 
230  Students 
9 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 

each  performance  j 

level  on  the  ™s  schod  does  001  have  a flrade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

17% 

0 

83%  

1% 

0 

O 

8%  1% 

0 

98% 

100% 

91% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  | Black  Q Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

F~1  Not  Eligible 

O Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

| Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cumberland  Hill  Annex 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  Teachers,  parents  and  school  volunteers  worked  with  students  throughout  the  year  to  promote  instructional  writing. 

sc^°°*  Student  celebrations  were  held  duing  the  year  that  incorporated  and  featured  the  language  arts.  One  of  the  highlights  was  Grandparents  Day. 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals  Parents,  students,  community  members  and  staff  celebrated  Reading  Week  with  activities,  read  alouds  and  Family  Reading  Night. 


Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Morthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 && 

3-0  yeaf,A 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
readng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatwes, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
. people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 

This  District . 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

80.85 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.53 

95.46 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

22 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  {%) 

93.62 

93.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

5.53 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.11 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/9 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/230 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

School 
targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress 


o 
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8.06 


Cumberland  Middle  School 


Cumberland  District 

Dr.  Joyce  Hindle-Koutsogiane,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
522  Students 
45  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


— 

9 

— 

= 3 = 

6 

=3= 

=£: 

32 

22 

27 

— 

20 

64 

41 

73 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.Aghi9y.QdAb?.5.tandarcl . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

33 

25 

— 

— 

86 

— 

21 

37 

— 

41 

□ Below  the  Standard 

20 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

13 

23 

B 

30 

12 

11 

23 

Achievement 

.WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

r 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

[READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

..□.Prpfwwnt 

□ Below  Proficient 

| 'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 | 

80 

Range 

the  standard 

60 

compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

IL 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

m 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

Mathematics  ( grades ) 

PROBLEM 

ILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


■O 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

25% 

1%?r\ 

3% 

( TA 

8% 

75%  ^ 

90% 

97% 

J 

80% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white®  BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E2]  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 

iResouroe 

□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


45% 


21% 


16% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 
*Seo  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than  . 

^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 
80- 
60- 
40  - 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n/a| 


>N  >v 

! F 

o g 


00**1 


£<o||5o 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


5 


’ w O 


f S 

O Q 
CL  Q. 


*! 


<D  fa 

£ 5 
5 6 


5 £•£ 


1 uj  O 


[n/a] 


>»  >» 

f S 

O Q 


00**  \* 


i 3 f!|! 

S“||So 


li 


| N/A  | 


5 S-5 

ij 

If! 


o 6 


00**1 


Smf  i5° 


I P 

id  p 1 


uj  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cumberland  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  ATMOSPHERE:  A recent  addition  of  the  Thumbs  Up  Program  which  recognizes  student  contribution  to  the  school,  community 
and  the  student  body  is  deemed  a successful,  positive  reinforcement. 

STUDENT  ACHIEVEMENT:  School  improvement  teams  began  work  on  creating  an  Alternative  Learning  Program  for  at-risk  students. 
Implementation  is  expected  for  the  1999-2000  school  year. 

MENTORING  PROGRAM  FOR  NEW  FACULTY:  The  School  Improvement  Team  recognizes  that  new  faculty  are  in  need  of  a strengthened 
mentoring  program.  Development  has  begun  in  conjunction  with  the  systemwide  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Mc&hfy 

Quarterly 

Several 


AYear 

bnce,A 

year 


I 1 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assigi 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  dagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  hvttes 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  Afferent 
topics 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 

! 

This  School 

This  District, 

The  State  _ ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.43 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.88 

81.08 

- 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.83 

95.46 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

80 

80 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.06 

93.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.90 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.65 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/45 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

44/522 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

.JexeKsjL 


Mathematics 

(PR08LEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>6 ta- 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

. Jeyei(s)_ , i.eyejfe) ....  \sctsM . .. ..... 

89  90 


34- 


-16- 


15- 


48 


i3" 


' i3' ' 


ii 


10 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


233 


8.07 


Garvin  Memorial  School 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

12 


36 


SKILLS 


10 


36 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Cumberland  District 
Thomas  Stepka,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
315  Students 
14  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5} 


67 


47 


35 


23 


33 


30 


80 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


15 


O Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

n Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  , , 

Range  — I I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40 

20- 

0 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


17% 

0 

83% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
n Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


,4% 


95% 

□ White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 
(HI Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


7% 


12% 

81% 


mi  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


16% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
{XI I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


| N/A  | 


>.  > 
I f 

n 


QQQQ 


! 5 O 


±Q\ 


.6  g\6 


1 ui  0 


| N/A  | 

QQQQ  i — iQ 

-i4 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/ P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Tn/a| 


o pool  lo 


It 

S O 


6 if 

|1 


1 ui  O 
■8 


>s  >N 

II 
6 6 


fwAlQQQOl  In 


|5 

npo 


JtQ 


.6  S\6 


LU  O 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Garvin  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


KID  POWER:  Students  identified  areas  that  they  had  power  over  and  used  this  power  to  promote  good  causes.  Example:  Power  of  Sharing- 
Students  collected  books  to  build  a children's  library  at  Hasbro  Children's  Hospital. 

SCIENCE/CREATIVE  AND  PRODUCTIVE  THINKING:  Students  designed  a spacecraft  and  identified  the  purpose  of  its  mission.  Three  grade 
4 students  received  second  place  recognition  by  NASA. 

CHARITY/COMMUNITY  SERVICE:  Students  raised  money  to  buy  Christmas  presents  for  American  Indians. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  g£&rterly 

feveral 
% 

2-0  ^ 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0  Never 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 

T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  dfferent  with  school 

topics  work 

— --  

_.,This^School 

This  District 

„The_State  ....  . . . 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.21 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

86.02 

81.08 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.56 

95.46 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.08 

93.81 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

21.26 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.15 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

2/328 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

N A/3 15 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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North  Cumberland  Middle  School 


Cumberland  District 
Roger  Parent,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
606  Students 
46  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


37 

21 

34 

14 

7 

8 

24 

42 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .. . □.  Achiov.od.tho.$.tandard. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

38 

28 

24 

75 

84 

84 

30 

33 

□ Below  the  Standard 
■ Little  Evidence  of 

20 

19 

Achievement 

JL 



□ 



B3 

19 

12 

8 

7 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

R I Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


53 


□ Exemplary 

..DjPjpfwiwt 

□ Below  Proficient 

"■'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grades) 


Sample  — 
Range 


czn 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


60 


C~~ i 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  b ; 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


O 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5% 

1%1% 

3% 

(T) 

m 

o 

13%  ^1 

95% 

98% 

100% 

J- 

83% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□white  ■ BlackD  Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school  ' 
i 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
C3 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


North  Cumberland  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words** 

Highlights  from  the  SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  TEAM:  The  School  Improvement  Team  started  meeting  during  the  1997-98  school  year. 

*Soo  Web  Teachers  participated  in  professional  development  during  the  summer  to  address  changes  in  curriculum  to  meet  state  standards, 

for  school  goals 


Response 
Choices  J~* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jwsekly 

f"- — 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

3 0 

2.0  ;?rA 

1 .0  fefer 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

. writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  efifferent 
topics 

T eac hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 



| 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.00 

79.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.50 

81.08 

76.54 

96.69 

95.46 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

79 

80 

86 

97.74 

93.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.92 

9.01 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.84 

95.92 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/46 

2/328 

472/10028 

34/606 

436/4822 

35481/153342 

NA 

8.05 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.95 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


-73- 


25 


1 1 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


--36- 


U 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


-55- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

levpl(s) 

92  93 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


o 
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East  Greenwich  District 


Dr.  Barbara  Sirotin,  Superintendent 
2268  Students 
142  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


100 

5 

13 

80 

.. 

30 

24 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

63 

30 

level  on  the 

40 

51 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

39 

17 

10 

0 

_6_ 

M 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


20 


65 


23 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q Achieved. the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


PI  Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

25 

22 

Percentage  of 

45 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

42 

31 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

16 

19 

assessments 

20 

16 

17 

29 

0 

10 

B 

L 

B 

SKILLS 

\ 

CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


25 


13 


12 


83 


75 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.  AQhj0.YCd.th0.S.tAndAfd . 
0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' 0'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


32 


45 


0 Exemplary 
D.  P.rofjcjent 
0 Below  Proficient 


I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


44 


45 


9 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


24 


24 


25 


16 


24 


34 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


15 


33 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Ap.hi.eYed  .the  .Standard 
0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-0  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


25 


0 Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

564 

489 

Verbal  average 

558 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

88 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

83 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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East  Greenwich  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsicfizealuncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

16% 

7% 

1%  20/0 

9% 

© 

84% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 
EH  Non-Public 

© 

93% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

(!) 

96% 

EH  White  H Black  EH  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
[[3  Native  American 

©> 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

87% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  thisdlstrlct 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison  - 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

0 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

AH  Seniors ~j 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

33 

94 

90 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

! 

Elementary 

~~~  Middle 

izzi’"'  High'. 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

93 

85 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a ’’moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

68 

62 

73 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

5 

17 

30 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


r 

District  Average 

State  Average  „ 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.66 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

94 

85 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

7.09 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.35 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/142 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

256/2268 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

3.95 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

96.05 

82.05 
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East  Greenwich  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* Sco  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


9.00 


East  Greenwich  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

61843 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

26163 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

603171 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

241 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

59 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value 

22 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


90% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

’ separate  cover. 


9.00 


Archie  R.  Cole  Junior  High  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Joseph  A.  Militello,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
389  Students 
23  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


25 

22 

25 

40 

12 

18 

31 

45 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ A.qhievQd.th^.S.tandard. . . 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

42 

16 

19 

61 

39 

83 

75 

0 Below  the  Standard 

16 

17 

29 

H 

| Little  Evidence  of 

16 



D 



13 

14 

7 

-5u 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


32 


0 Exemplary 

..□PrpfiQiWt 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably  ’ 

Below  Proficient 


23 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 1 

80 

Range 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

A 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidizecflunch 


for  Students  from  various 
programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receivii 
or  bilingual  < 


l ESL 
tion 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents’  education 


87% 


□ 


86% 

Did  not  finish  high  school 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

D Not  Eligible 


□white  HBIackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


B Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
0 I don't  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


243 


Archie  R.  Cole  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


HONOR  ROLL  SCHOOL-Cole  Jr.  High  School  was  recognized  by  the  R.l.  Department  of  Education  as  one  of  24  schools  for  their 
students'  performance  on  standardized  testing. 

STATE  MATHCOUNTS  WINNER-Cole  Jr.  High  School's  MATHCOUNTS  team  won  first  place  in  the  state  MATHCOUNTS  competition. 

PARENTS  SALT  SURVEY  RATING-SALT  Parent  survey  results  indicate  that  80%  strongly  agree  and  1 9%  agree  that  Cole  is  a very  good 
school. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0  §&> 

5 0 Monthly 

4.0 


Several 

30  fe 
2-0  ,?^A 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  Afferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
vwxk 


1 

This^Sc  hool 

This.District_ 

TheState. j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.87 

86.10 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.03 

85.96 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.88 

95.66 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

93 

93 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.99 

93.93 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.01 

7.09 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.26 

96.35 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/23 

0/142 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

85/389 

256/2268 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

3.95 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

96.05 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

1evel(sl 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level{s)  . 


II 


zi 

LI 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


94" 


-95- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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East  Greenwich  High  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Michael  Levine,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
664  Students 
49  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


44 

24 

18 

15 

24 

24 

33 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.A.Qhj$vQdAh$.$tandarpj 

13 

15 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

45 

25 

34 

34 

9 



B 



m 



7 

D 

SKILLS 



CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


25 


17 


n Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

^-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

564 

489 

Verbal  average 

558 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

88 

64 

%of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

83 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample « 

Range  l 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5% 

1%  2% 

9%  2% 

w 

95% 

w 

97% 

100% 

89% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
D Not  Eligible 

D WhiteM  Black  [^Hispanic 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  [^Bilingual 
E]  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
E]  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


85% 

I I Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
IXll  don't  know 


Percentage  100 

of  students  80 

who  met  or  60 

exceeded  40 

the  standard  20 

*See  Web  Q 

for  more  information  u 

on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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East  Greenwich  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 * 1998 


"in  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Sept.  1998  Rhode  Island  Monthly  Magazine  Award:  Voted  #1  High  School  in  Rhode  Island  by  the  magazine. 

Infusion  of  Technology:  Equipped  two  state  of  the  art  computer  labs  and  computers  on  carts  for  all  departments. 

Fall  Sportsmanship  Award:  Fall  teams  given  Sportsmanship  Award  by  Rhode  Island  Interscholastic  League.  The  award  was  created 
because  of  our  teams. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


This  School  This  District  The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%)  100.00  86.10  85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%)  81.78  85.96  76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%)  94.84  95.66  92.74 

A.-Av®!®9®  Class  Size _(EI ementary) NA na  NA 

5.  Span  of  Respons  i bi  I [ty  (M i ddl e & High)  85  85  95 

6.  Stability  (%)  94.01  93.93  84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%)  8.63  7.09  19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  95.53  96.35  96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers*  0/49  0/142  472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students*  171/664  256/2268  35481/153342 

11 . Drop-put  Rate(%)  3.95  3.95  17  95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%)  96.05  96.05  82.00 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


9.02 


Frenchtown  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Charles  Meyers,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
372  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of  80 

students  at 

each  performance  60 

level  on  the 

elementary  school  40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
--■-Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the 

percentage  of  1 ^ - - - - - 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

13% 

(V\ 

i%i%3% 

(T\ 

1% 

9%  1% 

w 

94% 

kJ 

99% 

vJ 

90% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

G White  iBIack  □Hispanic 
G Asian/Pacific  Islander 
G Native  American 

G Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  Q Bilingual 
G Other  Programs 

G Non -Recipients 
■ Resource 
G Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

* See  Web 

for  more  inform  at  Ion  ......  ....  

on  non- proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


A a 


Frenchtown  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goats 


"READING  ASSESSMENT  GRADES  1-3  - Students  demonstrated  mastery  on  85%  of  all  curriculum  based  criterion-reference  tests  in 
reading." 

PORTFOLIO  ASS  ESS  ME  NT  PROJECT-Teac  hers  collected  common  samples  of  students' best  work  and  assessments.  The  portfolio  is  a 
record  of  a student's  performance  in  grades  K-3. 

KEYS  TO  QUALITY  PROJECT-Teac  hers  collected  data  and  submitted  an  application  for  NAEYC  accreditation  of  the  kindergarten  program. 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  ga|*> 

6.0  jw§&My 
5 0 MgriTNy 
4 0 gy&terty 

3.0  tig 


2.0 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  fmaniputatrves,  speak  on  riJferent  with  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


This  School . 

This  District 

The  State  . 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.76 

86.10 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.96 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.87 

95.66 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

19 

NA 

19 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.80 

93.93 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  Information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.65 

7.09 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.46 

96.35 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/142 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/372 

256/2268 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

3.95 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

96.05 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 

adequate  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report 

yearly 

progress 


9.03 


George  Hanaford  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Joan  Sousa,  Principal 
Grades  04-06 
251  Students 
19  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

16 

Percentage  of 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

64 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

16 

0 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


36 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


13 


32 


16 


66 


68 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  the  .standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
— Achievement 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school. 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


100 


SKILLS 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

[ — "1 

80  - - 
60-  — 

Data 
Not  

■CL 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20  — - 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r^-y 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

2% 

2%  1% 

8% 

1%  5% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

o 

98% 

© 

98% 

o 

100% 

12% 

£ 

o 

oo 

©© 

© 

93% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CD Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 | Graduated  from  cortege 

□ 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*SeeWeb 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


George  Hanaf ord  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Odyssey  of  the  Mind-Program  that  promotes  creative  problem  solving. 

Peer  Educator  Program-High  school  students  mentored  fourth  grade  students  as  a component. 

Simulations  of  Learning-Students  participated  in  a wide  variety  of  simulations  correlated  in  the  topical  areas  of  study. 


Response 
Choices  _R 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  MprtWy 

4.0 

Several 

30  fe 

2.0 
1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.64 

86.10 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.02 

85.96 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.40 

95.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

17 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.44 

93.93 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.50 

7.09 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.50 

96.35 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

0/142 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/251 

256/2268 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

3.95 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

96.05 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


80 


60 


40 


20- 


60 


83 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 

levpJfc). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


20 


NA  i 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


OO W- 

II 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


.7.8. 


80 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 

level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


22 


1 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


50 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


250 


9.04 


James  H.  Eldredge  Elementary  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Theodore  Becker,  Principal 
Grades  04-06 
315  Students 
19  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


18 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


76 


62 


43 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  .the  .Stentori. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

j I 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

14% 

r* 

2%  3% 

fio/  7% 

■ vy 
86% 

w 

96% 

100% 

88% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D WhiteHiBlack  QHispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E]  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
11  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


12% 


84% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  coOege 
[X]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|M/A| 


V 


★★ool  lo 


mm 


' E 
’< 


]i 


5 &.S 


ut 


|N/A| 


H 


★★ool  lo 


: & 


14 

s*rp6 

$ * i 


£ S\S 

ii 


1 uj  o 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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James  H.  Eldredge  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


HIGH  FIVE-Monthly  assemblies  were  held  to  focus  on  safety,  pride,  responsibility,  respect  and  courtesy. 

OLYMPIC  DAY-A  school  wide  project  where  classrooms  selected  countries  to  represent  in  an  International  Olympic  Day. 


*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCIENCE  NIGHT-Our  PTG  coordinated  an  effort  that  students  and  parents  attended  forthe  experience  of  amazing  hands-on  experiments. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.  o 1 3a&y> 


5.0  MwitWy 

4.0  Qwerty 
Several 

3-0  K% 
2-0  ,?^A 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

rzr7i~7  ’it...  7 77.  ‘ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

61.90 

86.10 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.83 

85.96 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.75 

95.66 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.08 

93.93 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.38 

7.09 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.60 

96.35 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

0/142 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/315 

256/2268 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

3.95 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

96.05 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s> 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev§l(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
I eve!  (si 


62 


45 


hi 


NA 


mi 


; i 


. 38  . 


I NA 


48 


40 

37... 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


252 


9.05 


Meadowbrook  Farms  School 


East  Greenwich  District 
Patricia  Myers,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
277  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


D 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 

the  standard  I This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  - ' - - • - 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

* See  Web 

for  more  information  - , 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


25-3 


Meadowbrook  Farms  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


After  School  Enrichment  Program-provided  a diverse  array  of  course  offerings  including-.  French,  Drama,  Arts  & Crafts,  Zoomobile,  Cooking 
and  Save  the  Bay. 

A highly  successful  PTG  sponsored  a Holiday  Food  Basket  Drive. 

Our  newly  formed  Technology  Committee  developed  a Meadowbrook  Technology  Plan  and  was  successful  in  obtaining  grant  funds  to 
augment  our  computer  lab. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  Weekly 
5 0 Mwthfy 

4.0  Quarterly 


Literacy 


Several 
q n iTmes 
3 0 A'Year 

o n 

2 0 Year 


1.0 


Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  heip 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.21 

86.10 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.96 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96:80 

95.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

93.93 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

7.09 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100,00 

96.35 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

0/1 42 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/277 

256/2268 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

3.95 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

96.05 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 
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9.06 


n©=@© 


Oooff®[ranaG0®OD  W®nfssS 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


rti 


D 


o 


255 


East  Providence  District 


Dr.  Taras  J.  Herbowy,  Superintendent 
6757  Students 
438  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


-- 

) ..j 

9 

=4= 

23 

11 

7 

17 

1 •• 

52 

22 

65 

45 

41 

45 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

l • • 

47 

58 

62 

41 

39 

32 

Q Below  the  Standard 

32 

16 

11 

B Little  Evidence  of 

7 

29 

12 

17 

21 

18 

El 

Achievement 

SKILLS 

, 

WRITING: 



CON 

VEN 

TIONS 

nr 

INOFPT.q 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PRO  Rl  FM  QOl  VINO 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


46 


PI  Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
O Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 

100 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


10 

16 

11 

18 

=3= 

28 

30 

22 

51 

73 

I 

68 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D. Achieved  the  Standard 

| | Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

26 

21 

42 

— 

42 

— 

37 

24 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

37 

28 

_ 

27 

24 

28 

\...m i 

10 

___ 

___ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLsI 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


F*~1  Exemplary 
^Proficient 
Q Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  R I Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE  10) 


100 

14 

Z3Z 

9 

Z3H 

9 

11 

ZE 

80 

10 

8 

21 

60 

40 

31 

44 

Pi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  the  Standard  , 

36 

P3  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 

□ Below  Proficient 

40 

48 

Standard 

•Q  Below  the  Standard- • • 

43 

- ■ Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

20 

25 

47 

37 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

20 

15 

17 

n 

— 

5 

SKILLS! 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

459 

489 

Verbal  average 

477 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

60 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

86 

87 

PIG3SG  notG:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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East  Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bitinguai  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 

14% 

/<q 

z'  33% 

2%1% 

12% 

7% 

12% 

3%  sf?? 

attending 
school  in 
this  district 

C. 

J 

85% 

( ^ 

67%  \v  / 

85% 

93% 

85% 

n Public 

1 Home  Instructed 
O Non-Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteH  Black  DHispanic 
n Asian/Pacific  Islander 
I!7!]  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
1 Self-Contained 
0 Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

11 

7 

0 

4 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

11 

6 

2 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

11 

6 

3 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

11 

4 

2 

5 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving)' 

2 

2 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

2 

0 

2 

0 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  il 

Poverty 

68 

Non-Poverty 

71 

All  Seniors 
70 

Selected  SALT 

Elementary 

Middle 

High 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

81 

77 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "majori1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

66 

62 

69 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

9 

25 

40 

; 

District  Average 

State  Average  : 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.17 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

89.81 

84.76 

Selected  district 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

15.76 

19.71 

indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.06 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/438 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

16.57 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

83.43 

82.05 

o 

ERIC 
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10.00 


East  Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a| 

^♦Hi- 

1- 

^♦n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfch  Proficiency 
General  Education 

,-t* 

5 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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East  Providence  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average State  Average 


37634 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

14387 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

316928 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

90 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

96 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

36 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


3% 


□ Local  D State  B Federal 


| More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 

Financial  Information  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

I 

I separate  cover. 
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10.00 


Agnes  B.  Hennessey  School 


East  Providence  District 
Anthony  Ferris,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
363  Students 
19  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

26 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


67 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


63 


15 


37 


50 


13 


22 

7 

57 

61 

33 

17 

miM 

WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


| | Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Ac  hi  eyed  .the  .Standard . 

|~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

EH  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


32 


0 Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  ’ 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

1 I 

80 

60 

Data 
Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


CU 


O 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  unch 


for  Students  from  various 

programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Mother's  education  of  the 
education  services  students  who  took  the 

assessment 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


EH  WhiteMBIack  EH Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


9% 


91% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
EH  Self-Contained 


13% 


31% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
fl  Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
[Xl  I don't  know 


10.01 


ERjt 


Please  note;  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Agnes  B.  Hennessey  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


FAMILY  MATH/SCIENCE  NIGHTS:  Coordinated  Family  Math/Science  Activity  Evenings  (6),  for  Grades  1-6. 

PROMOTED  PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM:  Coordinated  faculty  professional  development  program  which  includes  KITES 
Training,  Chicago  Math  Training,  School  Improvement  Training  and  Assessment  Training. 

EXTRA  CURRICULAR  ACTIVITIES:  Computer  Club,  Library  Club,  Intramural  Basketball  and  Cheerleading  Program,  Dramatic  DanC6  Club, 
Jump  Rope  Club,  Student  Council. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


7.0  Da3y> 


6.0  JVeekly 


4.0  Quarterly 
Spveral 

3 0 Mg, 

0 n 'Once, A 
2 0 Year 


1 0 Never 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

48.00 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.78 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

61.79 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

35.90 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  <%) 

91.64 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

2/438 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

9/363 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

leveKsl 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

• 1 1 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


13' 12 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


10.01 
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Alice  M.  Waddington  School 


East  Providence  District 
John  Savage,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
557  Students 
27  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

18 

80 

38 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

48 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

38 

assessments 

20 

29 

22 

0 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


17 


55 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


70 


36 


14 


70 


uy 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .P  Aphi.QYod  the  .standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


P Exemplary 

. .D  .Peptic  ient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100 

l 1 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (Grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

16% 

r>> 

^rs 

O 

11%  20/0 

w 

94% 

V_y 

100% 

87% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  HBIack  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


2% 


0™ 

3% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
|Xl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


Fn/a] 


>>  >. 
“ f 


0**0 


mm 

a & s $ o 


±Q\ 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


.8 


r— 1 

f 

.0n 

[n7a| 

o±*o  U 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|n/A  | 


II 
l I 


0**0 


II 

« ! 


I *s 

41 

_il 


if 


[Mlo.*o 


mm 


5i 


5 $ .8 


’ m O 
8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Alice  M.  Waddington  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL-Waddington  School  has  been  adopted  by  Shaw's  Supermarkets  and  Brown  University  to  the  enrichment  of  all. 
STUDENTS-Waddington  students  improved  their  MAT7  test  performance  with  percentile  scores  of  72  in  Reading  and  83  in  Math. 

PARENTS  AND  FACULTY-The  combined  cooperative  efforts  of  parents  and  staff  resulted  in  the  Waddington  School  going  on-line  via  the 
direct  connect  in  December  1997. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


6.o^wy 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

4.0  Qwerty 

survey 

Several 

findings 

3-0 

(T eacher  responses) 

2-0  §£?* 

1.0 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 



This  School _ 

This  District, 

The  State  . • 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

78.79 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.66 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.92 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

92.55 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

8.15 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.05 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/27 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/557 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

....levpj(5).... 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
JevelfeL.. 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jay.slts.} , 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
. Jeveltsi... 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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10.02 


East  Providence  High  School 


East  Providence  District 
Manuel  Vinhateiro,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1418  Students 
121  Teachers 


100 

14 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

40 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 

40 

25 

assessments 

20 

20 

0 

— 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


9 

10 

31 

47 

] n 

CONCEPTS 

44 


*RI  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


' Data  not  reliable  due  to  low 
student  participation  in  this 
assessment. 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.Aqhjeved.the.  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


36 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

459 

489 

Verbal  average 

477 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

60 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

86 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  1 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  w^m 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eiigibiiity  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

13% 

(V\ 

13%  1%1% 

2% 

4%  1% 

w 

87% 

w 

84% 

kJ 

98% 

94% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  Q Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

H ESL  □Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


15% 


26% 


15% 


23% 


21% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
Q Graduated  from  college 

□ l dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students  > 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rf  Writing 


| N/A  | 


>.  >. 
s s 
I i 


★I  ★★ 


I i 

3 o 


s i 


.u 

•6 


ID  fc!  ID 

&f  8 
w s O 
"8 


[ N/A  | 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A  | 


B B 

1 1 


*! 


1 2 

3 6 


W ID  O 
8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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East  Providence  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


*'ln  their  own  words"  Senate  Youth  Leadership  Program-An  East  Providence  senior  was  one  of  two  winners  of  this  prestigious  program  to  represent  the 

Highlights  from  the  state  of  Rhode  ls,and  in  Washington,  D.C. 

school  Gin-Our  Science  Department  received  2 grants  totaling  $45,000  from  the  Gin  Corporation  fora  new  Physics  Lab  and  a Micro- 

* See  web  chemistry  Lab. 

for  school  goals 

NEASC  Self-Study:  The  faculty  completed  a comprehensive  self  study  in  preparation  for  an  upcoming  N.E.A.S.C.  Accreditation  visit. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jwjiSkty 
5 0 Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

3.0  fe 

2.0 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts  ^ 

instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

This  Sc  hool 

This  District 

The,  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.74 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

85.73 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

77 

77 

95 

6.  Stability  {%) 

89.16 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.39 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.03 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/121 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

70/1418 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


59 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (§) 


20 

18 

■ 

1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Ifvejjfel... 


20 


12 


ox-- 

JJ 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


40 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

Jftv.elfel 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 
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Edward  R.  Martin  Junior  High  School 


East  Providence  District 
John  Rezendes,  Principal 
Grades  6-9 
1038  Students 
84  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


10 

=3= 

9 

13= 

-b- 

=3= 

16 

17 

24, 

27 

18 



45 

— 

73 

67 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ . Ac  h iey  ed . t he.  S.te  nd  R rd. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

27 

21 

41 : 

— 

42 

— 

42 

□ Below  the  Standard 

27 

A2 

— 

— 

| Little  Evidence  of 

33 

— 

30 

24 

28 

Achievement 

L..M 1 

12 

!_ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS  | 

j 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


D Exemplary 

. □ Pjpfi.Qtent 

D Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  - 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data  r% 

Not  -Ai 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


cm 


Student  eli 
subsidized 

gibility  for 
Munch  programs 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


56% 


0 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


44% 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2% 


"0 

82% 


EDwhite  I BlackED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


9% 


91% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


3% 

11%  VL 

CD 


86% 


ED  Non-Recipients 
HResource 
ED  Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


21% 


13% 


20% 


29% 

16% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 

ED  1 don't  know 


Percentage 

100 

of  students 

80 

who  met  or 

60 

exceeded 

ah 

the  standard 

*+\j- 

20 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

0- 

on  non-proficient 

students 

a fewer  than 

10  students 

▲ no  students 

▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


II 


sifjfi 
i‘f JSo 


a 


5 


1 LU  CD 
8 


[nm] 

“I- 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


II 


s i 111  I 

Hr° 


id 


I |.B 

lij  P UJ 


frwl 


II 


LU  CD 
■8 


* M 


jfi| 

; “ ItSo 


III 

■i  'u  -8 

LU  UJ 


' LU  CD 
"8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Edward  R.  Martin  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


LEARNING  FOR  LIFE-Boy  Scouts  of  America,  Narragansett  Council,  along  with  guidance  counselors  and  teachers,  took  355  8th  graders 
overfourdays  to  Camp  Yawgoo.  Students  and  teachers  participated  in  challenging  team  building  activities. 

CHILDREN'S  CRUSADE  PROGRAM-AmeriCorps  volunteers  set  up  after  school  Homework  Club.  The  club  was  popular  with  Crusaders. 

SECOND  COMPUTER  LAB  COMPLETED-Largely  through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Nick  Acquaviva,  a second  computer  lab  was  completed  for 
writing  and  language  arts  courses. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  W^kty 

5 0 Mofchly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

30  !$Str 
2.0^A 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1 .0  N®?er 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
lear  rang 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

-1 1 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

_ 

. 

JhisJS.cho.oL_.;. 

—This. District 

Jhe^State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

98.78 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.20 

79.46 

76.54 

94.89 

93.17 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

80 

81 

86 

indicators 

87.88 

89.81 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  inform  set  ion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.23 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.64 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/84 

2/438 

472/10028 

189/1038 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

, 

. Financial  inform ati on  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's 

INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year. 

Financial  information 

; data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l(s)L 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


Tf 


-76- 


43 


‘33’ 

Jl 


‘33’ 


.17. 


s i n 


H 


) 28 


30  30 

1 1 


O 

ERIC 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Emma  G.  Whiteknact  School 


East  Providence  District 
Cheryl  Gibbs,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
293  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


30 


52 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


35 


15 


39 


33 


56 


D 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the Standard 

f~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ ‘Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Sample  r , 

Range  — I | 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 60%) 


100 
80  — 
60  — 
40  - 
20  - 
0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  fa 
ealunch 


subsidize 


programs 


49% 


3 


51% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1% 


VT) 

^ 76% 


□ White  iBIack  Q Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


27% 

73% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


7% 


12%  ^‘‘Px 

81% 


Q Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


17% 

30%  S' X 
17% 


35% 


Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| G raduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[TT]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics^ 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  [ 


i % 

n 


fl**0l  k 


t S||| I 

l“fP° 


’ < 
s 


.5 


40  £ CD 
■8 


[n/a| 

o**on* 

-T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n7a! 


>*  >* 
II 

O Q 


o**ol  U 


si  III  I 

" - $ o 


±M. 


I |J6 

!u  § 
_ ‘B  'o 

UJ  111 


40  £ CD 
■8 


n 

** 

fN/A| 

0**0  * 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Emma  G.  Whlteknacl  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


STUDENT  AS  MEDIATORS  (SAM):  Several  staff  members  and  a group  of  students  representing  grades  4-6  were  trained  in  conflict  resolution. 

KINDERGARTEN  ENRICHMENT  YOUTH  SERVICES  (K.E.Y.S.):  Students  representing  grades  4-6  received  training  as  PEER  tutors.  They 
then  went  into  the  kindergarten  classroom  and  worked  with  students. 

STUDENT  COUNCIL:  This  group  did  research  on  Miss  Emma  G.  Whiteknact  for  whom  the  building  is  named.  In  addition,  they  sponsored 
food  drives  and  they  were  responsible  for  the  creation  of  the  school  Year  Book. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  SaBy* 

6.0  [ivpewy 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 Quarterly 

3 Several 

Cl  (Times 
A- Year 

n Qnce.A 
20  Year 

1 o Never 

' -u  ta- 


uter acy 


Numeracy 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  repots 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


Community  and  Parents 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.78 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.40 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.26 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.24 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.24 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.11 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

2/438 

472/10028 

39/293 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
. lowest 
achievement 
level  (si 


80- 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


10.05 


Grove  Avenue  School 


East  Providence  District 
Vacant,  Director 
Grades  09-1 1 
313  Students 
16  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


Rl  Writing 


)F 
) -- 

6 

14 

8 

30 

26 

36 

zsi 

=3= 

I -- 

50 

54 

22 

64 

— 

— 

38 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Ac h toyed  the?  .standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Below  the  Standard  ' 
| Little  Evidence  of 

45 

□ Exemplary 
Proficient 

46 

— 

i -- 

— 

50 

32 

□ Below  Proficient 

i .. 

34 

— 

66 

22 

— 

— 

47 

53 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

10 

32 

14 

20 

28 

32 

■ 

11 

Clfll  1 C 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

— 

rr 

1NTFPTS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PROBl  FM 

sni  viMnl 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

“ 

— 

[READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


O 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS  . 


-cm- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


"O 


59% 


m Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


3%  2% 


73% 


CD  White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


28% 


0 


72% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


10% 


90% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


38% 


0 

24% 

14% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coflege 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

4 fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


>»  >« 

H 


_*o 

|N/A| 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


;Si|  | _ 


±Qi 


J 1'5 

I 


1 in  0 


1 N/A 1 

ia±oru 

T 

*on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I, 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I 


jiflfi 

nr° 


5 £\6 
11 
iii  IB 


1 in  o 

■8 


| N/Al 


><  >< 

it 


s “ 5 o 


n 


1 ui  0 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Grove  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


PARENT  INVOLVEMENT 

Increased  number  of  parents  attending  school  events. 
Parents  directing  the  School  Improvement  Team. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  teflNy 

4 0 Q^terfy 
Several 

30  fe 
2-0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0 

Students  receive  Students  revise  T eachers  assign 

writing  skiSs  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmarapulalves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

( - - - 

Jhis  School  

This  District.. 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

69.57 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

75.17 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.03 

93.17 

92.74 

Selected  school 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicstors 

96.02 

89.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.84 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.77 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

2/438 

472/10028 

10/313 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


! Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
j data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev$l  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

.leyeKsL ......  iPXeltel ..... 


10.06 


James  R.  D.  Oldham  School 


East  Providence  District 
Janice  Keller,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
246  Students 
14  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


16 


SKILLS] 


20 


28 


CONCEPTS 


72 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


16 


32 


28 


32 


16 


18 


F~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


18 


l~i  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample  , , 

Range  — | | 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  mJL. 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 
80 

60 

C 

40  ■ 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


..r ~m. 


'Q" 


Student  el  ic 
subsidized 

jibility  for 
lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


70% 


M Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


84% 

D White  MBIack  O Hispanic 
C]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


i9%^rx 

w 

^ ^ 77% 


FI  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
n Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


12% 


47% 


( 3 


29% 


12% 

Lj  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
EJ  Some  education  after  high  school 
[~1  Graduated  from  college 
IT-T1 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A 1 


II 


o+nol  L 


» 5 o 


±Qj 


.5  fr.fi 


1 UJ  CD 
* 


[n/a] 

Q *0  0 1 — A 

♦ r~ 

r#0i — I 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A] 


^ >. 
BB 

II 


0*00l  I* 


I ii  ip 

3“|po 

% x < 

a> 


*Q 


S $5 

hi 


W W CD 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


10.07 

ERIC 


272 


James  R.  D.  Oldham  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


1998  state  champions;  KJ  challenge  - Oldham  students  participated  in  the  national  kindness  and  justice  challenge  honoring  Martin  Luther 
King.  We  earned  the  distinction  of  1998  state  champions. 

Bully  council  - "bully  stoppers" : Oldham  school  created  a bully  council,  student  representatives  from  grade  levels,  through  our 
'bullyproofing  our  school 11  program. 

Community  service  prog  rams -thro  ugh  "that's  my  buddy"  program  and  motivation  from  the  Feinstein  program,  students  collected  300  lbs.  of 
clothing  for  a village  in  El  Salvador,  750  canned  goods  for  Rl  food  bank  and  donated  to  the  E.  Providence  Animal  Shelter. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 


Choices 


7.0 


5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 

Several 
q n iTbnes 
J U A-Year 


(T eacher  responses)  Once  A 

20  YeaT* 


i.o  fey* 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


. ...  _ . .-.  ... __ 

. This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.00 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.26 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.30 

93.17 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.37 

89.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.80 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.97 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/246 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

- - • 

- - 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

< % of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

! 

l | 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Kent  Heights  School 


East  Providence  District 
David  Britto,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
322  Students 
14  Teachers 


100 

10 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

41 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

36 

assessments 

20 

0 

13 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


15 


77 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


62 


38 


35 


57 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .th.Q  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


49 


n Exemplary 

.□  Pwficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

80 

60 

Data 
Not  

a. 

40 

Reliable 

m 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

53% 

47% 

2%  1% 
“(C) 

O 

3% 

15% 

D 

© 

82% 

100% 

82% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BBIack  Q Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

U Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  h#i  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from 'college 

□ 1 don’t  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


2?4 


Kent  Heights  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


HOMEWORK  CLUB:  Honor  students  from  the  high  school  would  work  with  Kent  Heights  students  during  after  school  hours. 

TALENT  SHOW:  Students  exhibited  various  talents  to  an  audience  of  parents/guardians  and  other  members  of  the  student  body. 
STUDENT  COUNCIL:  These  students  ran  a school  store  every  Friday  in  which  other  students  could  come  down  and  purchase  items. 


Choices 


7.0 

'V* 


6.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  |Monthty 
4 o Quart erty 

-IS 

9 n bnce,A 
20  year 


1.0 


NeJer- 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  hew  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

JThis  School  . 

45.45 

This  District 
81.35 

. The  State  r, 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

90.44 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.92 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.25 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

29.67 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.27 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/14 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

5/322 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level{§) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  Csjt 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

Jey§!(sjL  

; | ■ 


i 


38 

.an. 

1 

14 

13 

^■1 

■ 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


41 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

level(s)t 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Meadowcrest  School 


East  Providence  District 
Margaret  Marcotte,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
192  Students 
9 Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

19 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

48 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

22 

0 

11 

SKILLS 

56 


22 


CONCEPTS 


81 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


15 


63 


59 


57 


10 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .th.Q  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“□Below  the  Standard  ‘ ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


30 


48 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  PtQficie.Ot 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 .J 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

D- 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  unch 


for  Students  from  various 
programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Mother's  education  of  the 
education  services  students  who  took  the 

assessment 


14% 


3%  1% 


5% 


6% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


96% 

□ WhitellBlack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


84% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


18% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

[X]  I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
★ io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


— 



[n/a| 

★★OOrnO 

If 

★On  [M] 

★★00  0 

★0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfepanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

M 

5i 

Li. 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfepanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ijted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Meadowcrest  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Net  Day-We  were  selected  to  be  one  of  the  schools  in  the  state  to  receive  internet  wiring  with  donated  materials  and  services. 
Math  Science  Nights-Each  class  had  an  evening  for  students  and  adults  to  work  together  on  Math/Science  activities. 


Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £a&y> 

6.0  ^Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 

Several 
Times 
A-Year 

Once,  A 
Year 


3.0 


2.0 


1 0 Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.47 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.69 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.58 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

96.91 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.09 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.64 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/9 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/192 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100  - 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(s)  level(s)t  level(s)t  levelfs). 


*75’ ' 


’ 53’  * 


10 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


27? 


10.09 


Myron  J.  Francis  Elementary  School 


East  Providence  District 
Stanley  Traverse,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
465  Students 
22  Teachers 


100 

14 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

67 

assessments 

20 

16 

0 

=3= 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


38 


19 


CONCEPTS 


33 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5} 


70 


20 


23 


68 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


46 


H Exemplary 

. .□  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  —4m 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

rv 

5%  1% 

(TS 

r\ 

2% 

\D 

80% 

^ 93o/o 

100 % 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteBBIack  dHispanic 
El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

El  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

El  Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


68% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
| 1 Graduated  from  coDege 
[Till  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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80 

60- 

40- 
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Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


[n/a] 


II 


Q*QQl  k. 


JUt : 

S“f 

5 ‘ 


£ £ 
5 6 


★0 


w 2 


rn.. 

T 

★oil 

In/ a! 

0*001  U 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
HBs  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 
F ornate 

Special  Education 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Myron  J.  Francis  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


Focus  School/East  Bay  Educational  Collaborative  -As  a Focus  School,  each  faculty  member  received  training  in  the  use  of  performance 
based  Math  activities  and  assessment  strategies. 

Parents'  Night-At  an  "Evening  of  Math  for  Parents"  teachers  presented  ways  in  which  parents  could  help  their  children  with  homework. 

Odyssey  of  the  Mind-Finishing  first  in  State  Competition,  qualified  two  teams  of  students  to  participate  in  the  National  Competition  in 
Orlando  FI.,  a significant  accomplishment.  The  entire  school  community  combined  resources  to  raise  the  funds. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  £#> 

6.0  ^eekly 

Selected 

5.0  McailWy 

SALT 

survey 

4 0 Quarterly 

Several 

findings 

so 

(Teacher  responses) 

bnceA 

2-0  year 

1.0 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  tfagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
Imanipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
73.33 

ThisDi  strict 

81.35 

_The  State  

85.98 

i 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.88 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.14 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.48 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.15 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.80 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/22 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/465 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
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% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 
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performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

I.QYeJ  {§).... 

level  (si 

level  (si 

j eye  [(si... 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


10.10 


Orlo  Avenue  School 


bast  providence  District 
Judith  Richardson,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
293  Students 
16  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 
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40 

20 
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Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


23 


tz: 


49 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


32 


38 


22 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ,CH  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"EH  Below  the  Standard  ’** 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


r*l  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual 


Data  4% 

Not  — JL 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 

Students  receiving  special 

ethnic  backgrounds 

or  bilingual  education 

education  services 

2%  1% 

3% 

46% 

19%^rx 

13%  __ 

A 

54%V"-— 

^ 78% 

^ ^ 79% 

V 

J 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

EH  White  H Black  OHispanic 

D Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

Q Not  Eligible 

EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  n Bilingua1 

■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

Q Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


45% 


14% 

23% 

18% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coliege 
[TT1 1 don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60- 
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Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
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Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


Olio  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


OUTSTANDING  PARENT  INVOLVEMENT-700  parents  were  guests  for  lunch,  300  attended  Curriculum  Night,  1 100  attended  Awards 
Ceremonies,  99%  feel  welcome  at  school  and  99%  feel  Orlo  Avenue  is  a great  school  per  the  SALT  survey. 

FEINSTEIN  RECOGNITION-One  of  ten  schools  selected  to  receive  an  award  for  having  made  a positive  impact  on  the  community  through 
the  work  with  Feinstein  Good  Deeds  Program. 

CAP  PROJECT-Conflict,  Academic  and  Personal  goals  were  determined  monthly  by  students  and  students' special  recognition  caps  (per 
Shaw's  Business  Partnerships)  displayed  earned  goals  with  special  beads  each  month. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eac her  responses) 


7.0 


5 0 Monthly 
4 0 guarterly 


Year 


n <3  nee,  A 
20  Hear 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.71 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.41 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.26 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.21 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.77 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.60 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

2/438 

472/1 0028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/293 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

.16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lev  ” ‘ 


- sjuu-  . J.eyeJ(s)... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

..JevfKsi 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev$l(s][ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s)[ 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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10.11 


Riverside  Junior  High  School 


East  Providence  District 
Dennis  Mullervy,  Principal 
Grades  06-09 
527  Students 
40  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


10 

6 

16 

=*= 

17 

=3= 

=3= 

35 

37 

29 

19 

61 

72 

69 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

...  \3  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 



24 

! 

48 

42 

22 

— 

□ Below  the  Standard 

20 

29 

| Little  Evidence  of 

27 

18 

20 

23 

27 

Achievement 

l U 

~x 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

iwRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

1 

Ire  A QING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

i 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


r|  Exemplary 

n.PMcient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample  — 

100 

1 

80 

Range 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


m- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

i%  i% 

7% 

,s%,4 

rn 

74% 

90% 

100% 

— ^ 78% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CHwhite  H BlackCH  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander- 
El  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
1 Resource 
□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
Fi]  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


★ 

♦ 

o 


fewer  than 
10  students 
no  students 
were  proficient 

no  test-takers 


(SKILLS) 


| 

lo  ' 

| N/A 1 

A 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 

II 

i o 

Male 

Female 

special  t due  at  ion 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


T 

♦0n 

i N/A  1 

***J~1* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.L- 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  &.  INTERPRET  AT  ION) 


"lo 

| N/A) 

****  * 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

5 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


282 


Riverside  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Focus  Team  Efforts-As  a Focus  School  efforts  were  undertaken  to  improve  assessment  literacy,  understanding  and  awareness. 

R.l.  Legislative  Initiative  Technology  Grant-An  upgrade  in  technology  available  to  students  supplemented  by  computer  donations  by 
Cabletron. 

Teacher  curriculum  upgrade  and  revision  efforts-Participation  in  meeting  to  align  the  curriculum  with  standards. 


Response 
Choices  J V 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  £?&> 

6.0  Weekly 
! — 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 

fpveral 
imes 
A 'Year 

o n dnce,A 
2 0 Year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


l.U 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  hetp 
with  school 
work 

This  School 

This.  District 

1 i 

The„State „J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

66.67 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.90 

79.46 

76.55 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.37 

93.17 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

86 

81 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.96 

89.81 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.24 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.13 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/40 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

72/527 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (sj 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

; i 1 ! 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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10.12 


Silver  Spring  School 


East  Providence  District 
William  Marcel,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
323  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


46 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


78 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


62 


46 


43 


49 


46 


15 


21 


22 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□ Exemplary 

..  Q Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Proficient 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

56 

□ Below  Proficient 

‘□Below  the  Standard  ’ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

1 

22 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

| i 

80 

60 

_ 

Data 
Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rato  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch 


programs 


63% 


0 


37% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


, 4%  1% 


19% 


70% 


CH  White  H Black  Cl  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


8% 


92% 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


2% 


12% 

CD 

85% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


41  % f 24% 

28% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

1 I Graduated  from  college 
im  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
wore  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60- 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I f 

n 


o**o 


*1 


5 6 


±0 


.5  | .6 

5 2 

iS 

If  8 


|n?a] 

q**o  n* 

♦r 

★On 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|N/A| 


SS 

n 


0**0 


alUlS*  I 


’ lli  C3 


n 


Mqaaq 


r*i 


SS 

5 6 


±0. 


.6 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Silver  Spring  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


BOOK  AWARD  CEREMONY:  Host  of  ,R.I.  Book  Award  Ceremony  honoring  Barbara  Park. 

PTC  SPONSORED  ACTIVITIES:  Development  of  after  school  activities  by  parents,  particularly  Game  Day  and  School  Newspaper. 
MAT  MATH  SCORES:  With  the  implementation  of  the  New  Math  Program  the  test  scores  improved  dramatically. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 guaterly 
Several 

3 0 URCr 
2-o  ;?se-A 

1.0 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skats  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manjpuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

- - 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ... 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.24 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.33 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

88.06 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

33.73 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  <%) 

96.04 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

23/323 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

I.gyel(s) J eye] (si ..... . JeveKsji f lev<=ri(sl ... . 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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10.13 


Thompson  School 


East  Providence  District 
Stephen  Madfounian,  Principal 
Grades  PK 
156  Students 
5 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

level  on  the  This  schoo{  d®63  001  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education, 

elementary  school 

assessments  ~~ 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*SeoWeb 
fa  mae  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Thompson  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Beginning  in  the  1998  school  year,  this  school  is  no  longer  a kindergarten  center. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  |M9PMy 

Jjyafterly 
eraJ 


4.0 

3 0 !Lv& 
2-0^ 

1.0  Nwer 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

62.50 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.42 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.51 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.13 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.33 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/5 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/156 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 

i 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  ~ ~ 


10.14 


W.  R.  Watters  School 


East  Providence  District 
Michael  Martinous,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
251  Students 
11  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


52 


43 


52 


CONCEPTS 


83 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


65 


43 


46 


26 


48 


26 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .El  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ Q Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

f~1  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data  r\ 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r~" •) 


□ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfiunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2%  10/ 

2%_J% 

/ITX 

12% 

( 45% 

(V\ 

C \ 

55%V 

w 

u 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

95% 

D White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

\ / 

100% 

El  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

\ ^ 

88% 

El  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
El  Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


15% 

LJ  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I N/A I 

0 0 ★()  r—if 

,*0_ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

si 

LL 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


n 

n 

| N/A  | 

00*0  * 

*ol 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

As  ian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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W.R.  Watters  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Building  Bridges  Program-Bridge  the  gap  between  students  and  senior  citizens. 

Spring  Concert-Concert  held  at  High  School  Auditorium  and  the  entire  school  participated. 
Feinstein  Grant-participated  in  Mr.  Feinstein's  program  to  reduce  hunger  in  the  state. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

Selected 

5 0 Monthly 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

4 0 Sjafterty 

Several 
q n Times 
3 0 A-Year 

(Teacher  responses) 

n bnce,A 
20  Year 

1.0  Reft* 

n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  prq'ects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

- --  -• 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

44.44 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.83 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.83 

93.17 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.53 

89.81 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.33 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.87 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

9/251 

504/6757 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 


80 


60- 


40- 


20- 


' S4 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


level ($)  : Jeyel(si JeveKsi , J.ey.eltei . 


£T 


26 

26  24 

lU 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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200 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  District 


Robert  Hicks,  Superintendent 
2090  Students 
129  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

60 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


)-- 
i ■■ 

13 

20 

10 

6 

38 

38 

i - - 

52 

28 

72 

52 

71 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

O Achieved  the  Standard 

i - - 

53 

39 

31 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

27 

55 

38 

0 Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

8 

24 



*1 



16 

6 

9 

22 

30 

20 

- — Achievement 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

a 

"1WTFPTR 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PRDRI  ! 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


t*1  Exemplary 
0 Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


12 

34 

31 

30 

63 

41 

73 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

...  □ Achieved  the  Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

0 Below  the  Standard 

32 

24 

21 

76 

37 

23 

21 

38 

27 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

9 



B 



II 



6 

18 

18 

20 

ST 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


12 


51 


FI  Exemplary 
Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


37 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE  10) 


100 

— 

7 

7 

=5= 

80 

24 

15 

12 

60 

14 

12 

35 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .0  Achieved  the  .$tend$.rd 

42 

0 Exemplary 
0 Proficient 

40 

51 

36 

45 

47 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

---0  Below  the  Standard  - 
| Little  Evidence  of 

37 

0 Below  Proficient 

H Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

20 

12 

Achievement 

o 

12 

29 

25 

10 

18 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

500 

489 

Verbal  average 

514 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

58 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Exeter- West  Greenwich 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  fa 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

1%^— 

rp) 

Q 

13°/ 

'o 

V j 

92% 

U 

97% 

100% 

85% 

H Public 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White B Black  0Hispanic 

Q Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

B Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

BeSL  □ Bilingual 

B Self-Contained 

D Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Poverty  Non -Poverty  All  Seniors 


% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

57 

78 

76 

.- 

Elementary 

Mjddje  

High" 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

101 

103 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

61 

64 

64 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

4 

21 

46 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

Dis trie t A v e rage  ^ 
94.37 

State  Average ! 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

92.88 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

8.14 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.16 

96.31 

6,  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

3/129 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

568/2090 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

11.55 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

88.45 

82.05 

y~> 
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Exeter-West  Greenwich 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


i 

[n/a  I 

0 

nOl  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 

Black 

Hispanic 

Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

.5  | ^ 

lib  l 

III 

W |5  C3 
2 

I 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


jl.  fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  prof  blent 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


11.00 
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Exeter-West  Greenwich 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1996 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

39362 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

15576 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

326401 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

151 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

74 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

27 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


$14,000 
$12,000 
$10,000 
$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 
$0  ■ 


7,494 


5,948 


5,603 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  619 

i — ir= 


186  165 


680  568 


358 


X 


X 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-Ins tructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


D Local  D State  I Federal 


Financial  information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  irxSviduai  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
separate  cover. 


| 

! 


11.00 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  Regional  High  School 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  District 
Mary  Christian,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
625  Students 
43  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


— 

7 

7 

7 

24 

15 

12 

14 

12 

35 

mi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

mi  Achieved  th$  Standard 

51 

36 

45 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• mi  Below  the  Standard  - - - 
| Little  Evidence  of 

j 

47 



12 

Achievement 

12 

29 

25 

! 10 

SKILLS  1 

n 

CONCEPTS) 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

D Below  Proficient 

-H- Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Sample 

Range 


i — i 


Actual  — 


Reliable  ■ 

( Part icpat ion  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


0 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

500 

489 

Verbal  average 

514 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

58 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

8% 

fT) 

1%  1%i% 

C) 

10%  1% 
(T\ 

92% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

97% 

dll  White  H Black  1 iHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  G Bilingual 
IS]  Other  Programs 

W 

88% 

PI  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


9%  2% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
[HI  Some  education  after  high  school 
0 Graduated  from  college 
0.  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 
*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


f N/A) 

ooo*n* 

“T~ 

★ off 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

•1 


Rl  Writing 


11 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Exeter- West  Greenwich  Regional  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


In  Service/Professional  Development:  Faculty  voted  to  implement  extended  time  scheduling  for  1999-2000  and  all  in-service  was 
geared  to  teaching  in  extended  times. 

Student  Activities:  Students  achieved  statewide  acclaim  in  basketball,  wrestling,  track,  science  Olympia  and  writing  competitions 

Grants  Awarded:  Faculty  and  Administration-$1 5,000  Technology  Grant;  $5,000  Principal's  Grant  (RH.  ESL  Foundation);  Teachers 
and  Technology  Program  (5  teachers,  Rl  Foundation) 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  M^thly 

4.0  Quarterly 

fever  al 

$ir 

n n Q nee, A 
20  Year 

1.0  Neyer- 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Ql 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(martipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

- - 

This  School 

This  District^ 



The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

71.70 

80.57 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.88 

82.22 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.23 

94.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

103 

103 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.17 

92.88 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.77 

8.14 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.94 

95.16 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/43 

3/129 

472/10028 

481/625 

568/2090 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

11.55 

11.55 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

88.45 

88.45 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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11.01 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  Regional  Junior  High 


Exeter-West  Greenwich 
Joseph  Pfeil,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
314  Students 
20  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


12 

-L. 

-L. 

34 

31 

30 

63 

41 

73 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achi^ved.th^.S.tandard. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

32 

24 

21 

76 

37 

I"!  Below  the  Standard 

23 

21 

38 

27 

6 

| Little  Evidence  of 

9 



B 



n 



18 

18 

20 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


D Exemplary 

Qemtelwtt 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — r 
Range 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Exeter-West  Greenwich  Regional 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 
*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


COMMUNITY  SERVICE  PROJECTS-AII  junior  high  school  students  participated  in  team-based  community  service  projects,  raising 
money  and  providing  service  to  Billy's  Memorial  Soup  Kitchen,  Welcome  House  and  Clean  Highway  Project. 

SUMMER  READING-AII  junior  high  school  students  participated  in  summer  reading  projects.  Parents  were  encouraged  to  have  their 
children  choose  from  the  reading  list  and  read  as  many  as  possible.  All  projects  receive  acknowledgement  and  credit. 

STUDENT  RECOGNITION  FOR  ACADEMIC  EXCELLENCE -All  junior  high  school  students  who  achieved  Honor  Roll  status  were  invited 
to  participate  in  the  2nd  Annual  Honor  BBQ  & Dinner.  Over  350  students,  parents  and  staff  members  attended. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0  jwsekly 

r\. 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  §^erly 
Several 

Mitt 


1.0 


Never 


Community  and  Parents 


r~i 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  rfiagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulaiives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

— - 

This  School 

This  District 

J * ^ 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.31 

80.57 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.26 

82.22 

76.54 

95.16 

94.37 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

101 

101 

86 

92.86 

92.88 

84.76 

9.32 

8.14 

19.71 

94.42 

95.16 

96.31 

0/20 

3/1 29 

472/10028 

59/314 

568/2090 

35481/153342 

NA 

11.55 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

88.45 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (§) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

le.Yelte)... 


80 


60 


40 


20 


0 


71 

66  — 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


80 

83 

52 

19  19 

■ i 

2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


20 


NA 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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11.02 


Metcalf  School 


Exeter- West  Greenwich 
Jacqueline  Lisa,  Principal 
Grades  03-06 
817  Students 
48  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


13 


52 


SKILLS 


20 


53 


CONCEPTS 


10 


28 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


72 


52 


38 


39 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .U  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"EH  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement-  


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


PI  Exemplary 

l~l  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

100 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

or  exceeded 
the  standard 

1 1 

80  • 

Actual  — 

60' 

. . . 

compared  to  the 

yin  - 

“ r , 

percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 

Data 

Not  

Reliable 

-Q- 

■ 

on  • 

"LLLL 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

n 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


16% 

0 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


2% 


0% 


97% 

EH  White  HBIack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
EH  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


1% 

© 

82% 


l~1  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


67% 


2% 

16% 

l \Jl5% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
fX|  I don't  know 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Metcalf  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Champlin  Grant-Computers  in  classroom  and  networking  capabilities. 

Art  Cunriculum-RI  Foundation  Arts  Grant  to  integrate  Art  throughout  the  curriculum. 

Volunteer  Program-Media  recognition  of  school  events  and  student's  awards  during  the  1997-98  school  year. 


Response ' 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0 

2.0  &A 


1 0 Never- 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

87.69 

80.57 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.20 

82.22 

76.54 

96.20 

94.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

94.66 

92.88 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.94 

8.14 

19.71 

96.33 

95.16 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/48 

3/129 

472/10028 

27/817 

568/2090 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

11.55 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

88.45 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s)L 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§|(si 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


66 

59  ! ' 

H 1 1 

53 

58 

■ i 

30  i 

1 1 

2 

rrs 

1 1 

11 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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11.03 


Mildred  E.  Lineham  School 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  District 
Jacqueline  Lisa,  Principal 
Grade  K 
143  Students 
7 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

level  on  the  This  schoo!  6065  001  ba^/e  a 9racte  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education, 

elementary  school 

assessments  - — • ~ - - 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

^ s. 

^ ^ 

6%  ^ 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

(NA) 

x "100% 

o 

100% 

© 

92% 

v_y 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  HBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Non -Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

O Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*S©e  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Mildred  E.  Llneham  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology-Computers  and  software  were  purchased  for  all  classrooms  to  ensure  access  for  all  students. 
Science-Teachers  participated  in  science  workshops.  Hands-on  lessons  were  integrated  into  the  curriculum. 
Community  Out-Reach:  Visited  a nursing  home  and  collected  food  to  donate  to  needy  families. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices  T~^ 

7.0 

6.0 

5.0  ^S&Ny 

4.0  §3^** 


Literacy 


Several 

3 0 K®r 


2.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teamnig 
fmar^ptdalives, 
tabs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  efferent  with  school 

topics  work 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  : 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

54.55 

80.57 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%} 

NA 

82.22 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.05 

94.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

16 

NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.41 

92.88 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.59 

« 

8.14 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.21 

95.16 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/7 

3/1 29 

472/10028 

0/143 

568/2090 

35481/153342 

11 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

11.55 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.45 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  

targets  for 

adequate  ! This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly  j 

progress  1 


O 

ERLC 
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11.04 


Wawaloam  School 


Exeter-West  Greenwich  District 
Shirley  Rennick,  Principal 
Grades  1-2 
191  Students 
11  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

level  on  the  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

ethnic  backgrounds 

education  services 

13% 

2%  1% 

13%  1% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

0 

07% 

© 

97% 

O 

100% 

0 

06% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  HBIack  [^Hispanic 

l~~l  Non-Recipients 

I~1  Non-Recipients 

D N°t  Eligible 

D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Resource 

£3  Native  American 

(2]Other  Programs 

Q Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 
on  non-prof  icient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Wawaloatn  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

(or  school  goals 


Wawaloam  Capital  Project:  A two  year  effort  culminated  in  the  completion  of  a twelve  room  addition  and  cafetorium  to  the  Wawaloam 
facility. 

Wawaloam  Technology  Committee:  The  Wawaloam  Technology  Committee  created  a draft  of  our  technology  plan,  including  curriculum 
components,  software  applications  and  the  purchase  of  new  computers. 

Staff  Development:  Professional  development  provided  for  teaching  in  the  areas  of  Flexible  Grouping  and  Small  Group  Instructional 
Strategies. 


Response 
Choices  PI 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^*iy 

5.0  MgfitWy 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3.0  p* 

2.0  £rA 


1.0  Ney* 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

---  ~ * 

This  School 

This  District 

The  Statei 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

80.57 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

82.22 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.59 

94.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 

|aa4  a fA 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.89 

92.88 

84.76 

*See  Web 

(or  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.21 

8.14 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.93 

95.16 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/11 

3/1 29 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/191 

568/2090 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

11.55 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

88.45 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  “ 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  l ~ - — - -- - — 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Foster  District 


Dr.  Andrew  S.  Carrano,  Superintendent 
400  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

11 

80 

Percentage  of 
studentsat 

60 

51 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

33 

0 

□E 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


33 


CONCEPTS 


33 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


68 


57 


20 


62 


12 


10 


43 


fi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard  . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


33 


34 


31 


PI  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

[~l  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 

each  performance  Because  Foster  does  not  have  a middle  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 

level  on  the  Ponagansett  Middle  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 

middle  school 

assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Because  Foster  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend  Ponagansett 
High  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Foster  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Student  participation  in 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

public  school 

backgrounds 

education  services 

3% 

4% 

10% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 

D.i 

O 

O 

1 /o 

90% 

93% 

100% 

100% 

□ Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White®  Black  □Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Self-Contained 

□ Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 

□ Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Rl  Writing 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

T 


Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Elementary 

Middle 

High 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

NA 

NA 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

29 

NA 

NA 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

13 

NA 

NA 

District  Average 

State  Average 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.95 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

94.35 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

9.58 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.96 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/18 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

MOO 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

0.00 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

0.00 

82.05 

12.00 
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Foster  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
fa  more  inform  at  ion 
on  non- proficient 
students 


JL  fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


Because  Foster  does  not  have  a middle  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
Ponagansett  Middle  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


i Because  Foster  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend  Ponagansett 
| High  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


O 
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Foster  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

44858 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

15759 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

317221 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

128 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

80 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

37 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


7,838  7,8i 


5,948 


5,436 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  582 


JX 


116 


542 

1 I 1 


1,193 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  D District 


1% 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 
Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKSI  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


12.00 


Captain  Isaac  Paine  School 


Foster  District 

Dr.  Andrew  S.  Carrano,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
400  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

11 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

51 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 
assessments 

20 

33 

0 

be 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


33 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


68 


57 


36 


20 


62 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' 'O  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

I~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Cons  iderably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


100 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Sample 

Range 

[=□ 

80--- 

Actual  — 

“ 

60"" 

Data 

Not  

H. 

40"" 

Reliable 

■ 

20-- 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING:  . 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1 6% 

( n 

CO 

Q 

1O/J0% 

(^) 

84% 

100% 

100% 

^ — ) 
90% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteHBIack  DHispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


12% 


17% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


JS 


>»  >. 
© B 

n 


0000 


m £ fc  5 O 


1 Uj  O 
-8 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


1 N/A I 

OOOOnO 

r*0n 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


FnTa] 


>v  >> 

I! 


0*0  ol  io 


1 “f 


i So 


nil 


5 S' .5 
w i fa 

id 


w iS  o 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Captain  Isaac  Paine  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Foster  Early  Learning  Together-Implemented  an  intervention  program  for  pre-school  children  involving  home  visits,  parent  training  and 
support. 

Extended  School  Day  and  Year-Implemented  summer  school  and  after-school  enrichment  and  instructional  support  programs. 

Health  Education-Completed  curriculum  development  and  increased  time  for  health  education. 


Choices 

7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  S?®, 


Once,A 

Year 


2.0 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT/Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.64 

63.64 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.93 

95.95 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

94.35 

94.35 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.58 

9.58 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  <%) 

95.96 

95.96 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/18 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/400 

0/400 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

levpjfcj. jeyel(si Jev@l(si J eve  [(si 


80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Foster-Glocester  District 


Dr.  David  A.  Costa,  Superintendent 
1497  Students 
109  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


The  Foster/Glocester  regional  district  draws  its  middle  and  high  school  students  from  the 
Foster  and  Glocester  districts  which  are  separate  school  systems. 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


26 

14 

Z3Z 

31 

7 ! 

13 

~T 

-JL 

— 

24 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 



. . . . Q Aq  hi  pv<^.  fhp.  Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

33 

21 

20 

80 

58 

86 

85 

! 

24 

22 

31 

— 

B Little  Evidence  of 

13 

mm 

19 

D 

10 

23 

T 

~1~ 

~8~ 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

r i 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


26 


0 Exemplary 
□ Proficient 
O Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


1 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


50 


13 

T 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


26 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


45 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .ths  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ -0  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


SAT 


This  District  State 
Math  average  500  489 

0 Exemplary 
l~l  Proficient 

Verbal  average 

508 

494 

0 Below  Proficient 

H Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

61 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

87 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Foster-Glocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%  4% 

8% 

rt\ 

10% 

( ) 

y 95% 

C D 

92% 

99% 

(J 

100% 

89% 

□ Public 

■ Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CH  Not  Eligible 

□ White®  Black  QHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  O Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
ED  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

i . 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

44 

66 

65 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

86 

High 

9.4 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

NA 

73 

84 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

NA 

21 

33 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


District  Average 

State  Average 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.14 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

93.72 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

8.78 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.23 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/109 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

289/1497 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

7.97 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

92.03 

82.05 
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Foster-Glocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


The  Foster/Glocester  regional  district  draws  its  middle  and  high  school  students  from  the 
Foster  and  Glocester  districts  which  are  separate  school  systems. 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-pro#  ic  tent 
students 

+ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 
on  non-pro#  ictent 
students 


” 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


o 


13.00 


Foster-Glocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

44858 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

15759 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

317221 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

128 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

80 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

37 

21 

District  financial 
information 


$14,000 
$12,000 
$10,000 
$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 
$0  ■ 


7,838  7,8< 


5,948 


5,436 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  582 

II 


186  116 


680  542 

ll 


1,193 


.358 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


i% 


37% 


□ Local  □ State  B Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 
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Ponaganset  High  School 


Foster-Glocester  District 
Ronald  J.  Palmieri,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
817  Students 
57  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


13 

11 

11 

32 

24 

— 

28 

33 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. C.  Ac  hi  ey.ed.the.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

50 

16 

16 

26 

33 

45 

13 

31 

17 

16 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS! 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


42 


38 


This  School 

State 

Math  average 

500 

489 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

508 

494 

□ Below  Proficient 

■H*  Considerably- -- 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

61 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

87 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40- 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch 


programs 


5% 


95% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
[J  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


99% 

□ White  H Black  EH  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

H ESL  □Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


91% 

Q Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


9%  2% 


13% 


19% 


57% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I 1 


★ 0**l  1* 


■£  <n 


* | 


I I 

5 6 


5 

0_ 


lij  CD 


>.  >. 

1 1 

o 6 


* Mi 

^ m I 


I i 

5 6 


+± 


Rl  Writing 


.5  | M 

1 ip  l 
III 

w it  0 


>.  >. 

r 


i m 


1 * 
5 5 


M « 

5 & 


no 
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Ponaganset  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


NEASC/SALT-Completed  the  NEASC/SALT  Evaluation  Process. 

Staff  Development-Approximately  75%  of  faculty  has  been  trained  in  Standards  Driven  Curriculum  and/or  CIM. 
Student/Leadership-Involvement  in  School  Improvement  Team,  CIM,  Telecommunications,  Student  Leadership  Training  Program. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  W?eWy 
5 0 Mp&Wy 

4 0 ^yatterty 

fevera) 

.SS r 

2.0  &A 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


1.0 


' iYea if 
Never 


Community  and  Parents 


JZL 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  o{her  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 



f 

This  School 

..This  District 



The  State J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.19 

72.88 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.78 

86.37 

76.54 

91.98 

93.14 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

94 

94 

95 

89.75 

93.72 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.36 

8.78 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.62 

96.23 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/57 

1/109 

472/10028 

202/817 

289/1497 

35481/153342 

7.97 

7.97 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

92.03 

92.03 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
J§yelJ(s) 


46- 


-15' 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

Jeygl(s)L... 


48 


1998 


2001 


13 

i ■ 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

o 

ERIC 
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Ponaganset  Middle  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


Foster-Glocester  District 

Dr.  Patrick  A.  Hannigan,  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

680  Students 

52  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


26 

14 

=3= 

31 

7 

13 

_5_ 

— 

24 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

— 

. . . . □.Achjey.Qd.the.SMnclard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

33 

21 

20 

80 

58 

86 

85 

24 

22 

31 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

13 

19 

B 

10 

23 

6 

7 

8 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS  | 

r 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTSI 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

/ GRADE  7) 


D Exemplary 

. I~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


B 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — f l 

Range  1 


Actual  — 

Data  Ol 

Not  —dm 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


nu 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


11% 


O 

89% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


99% 


□white  ■ BlackD  Hispani 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


n%  ™ 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


11%  2% 


63% 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coliege 
□ 1 don't  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Po  nag  an  set  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goafs 


Staff  Recognition-Mrs.  Carolyn  Vallese  was  honored  as  Rl  FACS  Teacher  of  The  Year. 

Dr.  Hannigan  (Principal)  is  President  of  The  State  Middle  Level  Association. 

Pilot  Program-PMS  piloted  a Summer  "Ramp  Up"  Academy  for  incoming  6th  graders  to  prepare  them  to  meet  school  standards. 
Standards  Based  Curriculum-Staff  implementation  of  standards  based  curriculum  through  workshop  and  training  sessions  have 
produced  significant  results. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  VVj^ekty 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarter 
Several 

30 


2.0 


bnce.A 

Year 


1 .0  Ney» 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

... . 





This  School  

This  District. 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

69.09 

72.88 

85.98 

2 SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.09 

86.37 

76.54 

94.54 

93.14 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

83 

83 

86 

98.70 

93.72 

84.76 

3.03 

8.78 

19.71 

95.81 

96.23 

96.31 

1/52 

1/109 

472/10028 

87/680 

289/1497 

35481/153342 

NA 

7.97 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

92.03 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

leveKsl 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


.34. 


-15 14  - 


-74" 


J 


NA 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


91 


92 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


NA 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Glocester  District 


Dr.  David  A.  Costa,  Superintendent 
875  Students 
55  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


100 

20 

pL 

8 

13 

80 

17 

35 

40 

29 

□ Achieved  the  Standaid 

60 

55 

with  Honors 

60 

23 

Achieved  thA  Standard 

54 

76 

- w.  DVI  UP.“vM  JUP.  3 WUSWW  ♦ 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

40 

Standard 

43 

39 

59 

' Q Below  the  Standard 

20 

51 

33 

28 

| Little  Evidence  of 

21 

Achievement 

0 

17 

8 

17 

15 

6 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

Cf 

“INCEPTS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PROBLEM  1 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


23 


D Exemplary 
. D. Proficient 
D Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Because  Glocester  does  not  have  a middle  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
Ponagansett  Middle  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


i 

j 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


| Because  Glocester  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
| Ponagansett  High  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Glocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 

1% 

( * 

5% 

16% 

0 

1% 

o 

14% 

2% 

this  district 

94% 

84% 

99% 

100% 

84% 

Q Public 

H Home  Instructed 
D Non-Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White®  Black  DHispanic 
f~l  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
[!\]  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

[~|  Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
S Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

1 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

0 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

1 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

1 ■ 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

NA 

^ NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

High  School 

NA 

NA 

0 

NA 

NA 

NA 

0 

NA 

Rl  Writing 

NA 

NA 

0 

NA 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

{Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


„ 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  ) 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  tl 

NA 

NA 

NA 

*■ - - ■* - ~ 

~~  Elem  enjairy 

Hi'gtL i 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

NA 

NA 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a '‘moderate"  or,‘majorJ’ 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

56 

NA 

NA 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

NA 

NA 

r~  " ' ' ■ ' " " 

District  Average 

State  Average  j 

1 . Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.49 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

92.17 

84.76 

6.63 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.07 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

2/55 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

5/875 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

0.00 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

0.00 

82.05 
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14.00 


Glocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[Ml 

0*00  0 

Til  i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AslatVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

E |'5 

.|l 

HI 

■8 

tk£ 

I 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


Because  Glocester  does  not  have  a middle  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
Ponagansett  Middle  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


! Because  Glocester  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
! Ponagansett  High  School  in  the  Foster/Glocester  regional  district. 


14.00 

o 


Giocester  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

43067 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

14781 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

251461 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

109 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

94 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1 998)  {$) 

24 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


D Local  D State  H Federal 


j More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  asample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

| separate  cover. 
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Fogarty  Memorial  School 


Glocester  District 
Beth  Groleau,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
398  Students 
23  Teachers 


100 

25 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

42 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

26 

0 

JL 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


38 


17 


CONCEPTS 


18 


18 


50 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


33 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

CD  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


48 


CD  Exemplary 

.CD  PtQficjent 

CD  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40 

20 

0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

14% 

rf) 

1%  1% 

fp, 

q 

51%  ( 

4% 

ftp 

attending 
this  school 

86% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

w 

99% 

CD  WhiteMBIack  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
CD  Other  Programs 

83% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 

^ 25% 

C~]  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
[i\]  1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


|N/A| 


>>  >. 

n 


0*001  b 


£5f . 
1"| 
3 ■ 


I 2 £ 
i 5 6 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


.6  6*5 

111 

LU  2 Hi 

3 % 3 

Its 

^ £ o 

*8 


[n/a  1 


>s  >s 

II 


fl*00l  lol 


*1 


it 

5 6 


1*0 


5 6*5 

T3  $ « 

ill 


1%  s 


| N/A  | 


>s  >s 

II 


o*ool  lo 


55  5 


.5  S' .6 


| N/A  | 


’ uj  o 
5 


>s  >s 

II 


0*0  ol  lo 


mm 


±Qi 


I Is 

111 
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UJ  0 

5 


14.01 

o 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Fogarty  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology  Improvements-our  school  was  wired  for  Internet;  the  computer  room  was  air  conditioned;  all  classrooms  in  grades  3-5  plus  art 
and  gifted  programs  got  network -capable  multimedia  computers. 

Improving  beginning  reading  instruction-we  implemented  the  reading  recovery  program  and  trained  6 teachers,  2 substitutes,  and  the 
principal  on  emergent  literacy  instruction. 

SALT  survey  response-we  asked  for  a parent  survey  from  every  family.  We  had  402  children  and  176  parent  responses-a  great  showing! 


Response  

Choices 

7.0  gapy*' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


6.0  JWgekly 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


4 0 Quarterly 

3 Several 

n Himes 
A-Year 

n 'Once, A 
2 0 Year 


Community  and  Parents 


1 .0  Never 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

1 ' 

i ....  . . 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

95.95 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.68 

88.78 

76.54 

95.49 

95.49 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

94.89 

92.17 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.65 

6.63 

19.71 

96.74 

97.07 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/23 

2/55 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions./  Total  # of.  Students* 

0/398 

5/875 

35481/153342 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  aDove  TeOeifO 

level(s) JeveKsl ....... level  (si Jev  eiAsj 


59 


'13'' 


12 


1998 


2001  1998 


2001 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  4 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


14.01 


West  Glocester  Elementary 


Glocester  District 
Louise  Kane,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
477  Students 
32  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


14 


SKILLS 


48 


CONCEPTS 


14 


52 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


79 


53 


32 


46 


22 


18 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .th.Q  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“□Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


23 

□ Exemplary 
. □ Proficient 

54 

□ Below  proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  proficient 

23 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r~ 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

1Q0  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80-—- 

60 

40  ^ 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

1% 

(T) 

o 

4% 

5% 

s'  ^^18% 

attending 
this  school 

vjy  . 
82% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

^ ""99% 

□ WhiteMBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

kJ 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

1 ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

{ZJ., 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

59%  ( 

^y/i8% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  coflege 
0 1 don't  know 

0 


West  Glooester  Elementary 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology-Through  local  funding  and  RIDE  initiatives,  the  West  Glocester  Elementary  School  was  wired  for  networking  capabilities. 

Staff  Development-Extensive  staff  development  took  place  on  the  performance  assessments  in  math  and  language  arts. 

"Social  Awareness-A  '"sister-school"1  program  was  established  between  two  3rd  grade  classes  at  West  Glocester  and  Veazie  Street  School 
in  Providence." 


r~ 

This, School 

_Jhis,Di  strict 

„ Th  e State  

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.68 

95.95 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.90 

88.78 

76.54 

95.91 

95.49 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.98 

92.17 

84.76 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.04 

6.63 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.31 

97.07 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/32 

2/55 

472/10028 

5/477 

5/875 

35481/153342 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 



... . ...... 

Financial  Information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  Thisyear, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998 


2001 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


81 

83 

19  . .17... 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

levglfel.,... 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 




English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


--S*- 


58  . 


46 


1998 


2001 


1998 


2001  1998 


2001 


ll  1 1 inn 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
levgl CsX  ... 


19 

XI 


1998 


2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


329 


14.02 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


*0 
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Jamestown  District 


Dr.  Frances  Gallo,  Superintendent 
663  Students 
31  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

=2= 

Percentage  of 

80 

27 

14 

25 

students  at 

60 

73 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

49 

52 

assessments 

20 

24 

24 

0 



B 

SKILtfi 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


83 


56 


[I  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  the  Standard 

[I  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ Q Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
- Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


23 


PI  Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

1 1 Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


19 

36 

44 

30 

77 

44 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D.  AQhiey^d.the  Standard  . 

FI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

CD  Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

42 

25 

27 

91 

88 

22 

47 

14 

16 

Achievement 

8 



D 



□ 



22 

8 

9 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


39  tH  Exemplary 

Q I Proficient 

FI  Below  Proficient 

a-t  "H Considerably •” 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Because  Jamestown  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend  North 
Kingstown  High  School. 


PI63S6  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


5" 
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Jamestown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

17% 

6% 

1% 

1% 

1% 

1% 

12% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 

<5 

3 

83% 

© 

94% 

0 

3 

97% 

© 

99% 

88% 

0 Public 

B Home  Instructed 
Q Non-Public 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CD  Not  Eligible 

□ White  B Black  dHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
SI  ESL  CD  Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

CD  Non-Recipients 
B Self-Contained 
CD  Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

i 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Rl  Writing 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

r - — — - 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

NA 

High 

NA 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

67 

NA 

NA 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

14 

NA 

NA 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
95.51 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

97.75 

84.76 

Selected  district 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

5.11 

19.71 

Indicators 
*See  Web 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.73 

96.31 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed/  Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/31 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

/663 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

0.00 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

0.00 

82.05 

o 
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15.00 


Jamestown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

fa  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

jl,  fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takas 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

fa  more  infamation 
on  non-proficient 
students 

^l,  fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 00  test -takas 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


55 

n 


[wgAflAQl  L 


[>£  o 


2 “ 


noJ 


si! 

li 


w W G 

5 

s 


I! 

O Q 


rwAlko^ol  L 


|i 

rip8 


5 S'  .5 


3 111  G 

5 

1 


High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


Because  Jamestown  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend  North 
Kingstown  High  School. 
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Jamestown  District 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

50182 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

21509 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

819931 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

287 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

50 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1 998)  ($) 

14 

21 

District  financial 
information 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


7,838 


5,948  5,895 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


I 1 


309 


186  99 


392 

11  I 


358  439 


r 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  □ District 


6%  2% 


□ Local  D State  H Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 
Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


Mae  detailed  financial  infamation  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  i WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
j separate  cover. 
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15.00 


Jamestown  School-Lawn 


Jamestown  District 
Dr.  Frances  Gallo,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
277  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


36 


25 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


77 


88 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Aqhjeysd.the.  standard. . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □ Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


39 

H Exemplary 

□ Prpfigignt 
l~1  Below  Proficient 

47 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

B 

See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 1 

80 

Range 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

60 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

A 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

9% 

rr-\ 

1% 

o 

14% 

10%  2%  5% 

w 

91% 

99% 

w. 

100% 

w 

86% 

75%X"' ^ 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  E3  BlackCH  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 

(~1  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
□ 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


* 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


| N/A  | 

>.  >. 

II 


★o*ol  k I no 


1“ 


*i 


|5 
S 5 


.6  S'* 

ill 

ID  £ ID 

III 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 

O 
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Jamestown  School- Lawn 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 
*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Odyssey  of  the  Mind -James town  teams  participated  at  the  World  Competition 

School  Improvement  Team  (PK-8):  A highly  diverse  team  works  to  bring  ambitious  improvements  to  Jamestown  School. 

Middle  School  Change  (PK-8)-Our  seventh  and  eighth  grades  are  moving  toward  a formal  team  approach  with  the  support  of  a friendly 
school  schedule  and  resources  allowing  reduced  class  size. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  SK& 

9 n 'Once, A 
2 0 year 

1.0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

r-  ' 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.51 

86.51 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.04 

95.51 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.26 

97.75 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.14 

5.11 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.84 

95.73 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/14 

2/31 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/277 

0/663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  wilt  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levpl(s)[ 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

....  level (s) . 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


"W 


--9S- 


. 78 . 


22 


19 


I i 


’53 55 55- 


I | 45 


1 1 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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15.01 


Jamestown  School-Melrose 


Jamestown  District 
Dr.  Frances  Gallo,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
386  Students 
17  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

14 

27 

80 

Percentage  of 

25 

students  at  60 

73 

each  performance 

49 

level  on  the  40 

-- 

elementary  school 

52 

assessments  20 

24 

24 

0 

□ 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


63 


56 


54 


14 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  -Ac.hi.6Y94  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' " 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


23 


P[  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 '1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

(T) 

i%^!* 

(T\ 

1% 

(T\ 

97°/o ^ 

w 

96% 

99% 

89% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteBBIackQHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother^  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


10% 


82% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
1~1  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[T!j  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


m\ 


0000!  1+ 


ill  sit 


.5  5\5 


1 m O 

S 

it* 

I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Jamestown  School- Mel  rose 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Technology  Plan  <PK-8):  A dynamic,  comprehensive  document  now  guides  and  empowers  teachers,  students,  parents  and  administrators 
towards  fully  integrating  technology  in  Jamestown  School. 

Professional  Development  <PK-8):  Over  50%  of  the  Jamestown  School  (PK-8)  classroom  teachers  have  participated  in  a week  long 
intensive  course  in  standards  driven  instruction. 

Community  Forums  (PK-8)-  Public  education  forums  with  the  Superintendent  of  Schools  take  place  at  least  four  times  a year.  Plans  and 
programs  are  critically  discussed. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


..This. School  _ , 

This  District.. 

Jhe.State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.51 

86.51 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.13 

95.51 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.13 

97.75 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.08 

5.11 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.47 

95.73 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/17 

2/31 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/386 

0/663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


o 

ERIC 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


- 76 

80 

24  on 

■ 20 

ll 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

iPXSKsJt JftvelfeL..... 


29 


1 1 


66 


-14- 


12 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Johnston  District 


Dr.  Alex  Warren,  Superintendent 
3412  Students 
243  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


14 


SKILLS 


43 


30 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5} 


10 


46 


21 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


17]  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard. 

H Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


46 


□ Exemplary 
[71  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


37 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


32 


83 


13 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q Ac  hi  eyed  the  Standard . 

[7]  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' Q'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
•Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


(7l  Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
O Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


22 


13 

12 

SK 

ILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


5 

5 

15 

6 

15 

19 

42 

30 

30 

32 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


H Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  the  .Standard 

[7]  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

•Q  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


34 


□ Exemplary 

[7  Proficient 

[7]  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

458 

489 

Verbal  average 

472 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

45 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


340 


Johnston  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

19% 

© 

R1  o/ 

16% 

0 

i% 2%  i% 
© 

1% 

© 

^ 81% 

01  /q 

84% 

95% 

99% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

[~|  White  B Black  ED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Self-Contained 
ED  Other  Special  Programs 
ED  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

6 

2 

2 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

6 

3 

2 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

6 

4 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

6 

2 

0 

4 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

..  . J 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

33 

61 

58 

- • - 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  7 ' 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

118 

99 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

76 

58 

78 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

19 

32 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
91.50 

State  Average  ~ 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

88.00 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

38.67 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.10 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/243 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

5.47 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

94.53 

82.05 

16.00 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

too 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


5 5 
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CL 


If  ffl 

m S*  © 5 O 


5 ?.S 

ill 
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1 N/A  1 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 
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Mate 
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Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  | 


nA 


:Sff  |! 

: ® 9 5 5 O 
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J5&S 
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llj  o 
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1 N/A  1 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 
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White 
Other 

Mate 

Femate 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

>*  >s 

If 


- -g 

as! 


m I* 


* ! 


II 

s o 


.5  S’ .6 


i uj  O 
"8 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


| N/A  | 
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Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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Johnston  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

38864 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

14281 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

382202 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

102 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

95 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per$1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  {$) 

21 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


D Local  D State  B Federal 


instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 
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16.00 


Brown  Avenue  School 


jonnsion  uisirici 
Richard  Lepore,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
280  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

16 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

67 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

0 

18 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


60 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


f~~i  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ap.hi.eYed  .the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘□Below the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement: 


26 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  .PCPticient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

l l 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

W5% 

1 % 3%  1% 

V 

3% 

11% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

r*) 

(TS 

'“(41 

P\ 

n 

jk'7% 

attending 
this  school 

85%* ^ 

vJJ 

95% 

w 

100% 

V 

— ^ 83% 

61  %V 

\/11% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
f~l  Graduated  from  college 
(!\]  1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
fof  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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80- 
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(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Brown  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Community  Involvement-A  recipient  of  a Feinstein  Award. 

Parent  Involvement-Increased  family  participation  through  a Homework  Night. 

Professional  Development-Teacher  training  workshops  to  focus  on  the  new  performance  assessment. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  \ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.19 

79.48 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.98 

91.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

60.54 

88.00 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.34 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

1/243 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/280 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - - - - 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

lev©l  (si  JeyeKsJl . .... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


345 


16.01 


George  C.  Calef  School 


Johnston  District 
Ann  Marie  Despres,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
253  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


13 


49 


28 


10 
SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


10 


18 


46 


10 


23 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

[~1  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

100- 

Mathematics 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 

(GRADE  4) 

PROBLEM 

SOLVING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

or  exceeded 
the  standard 

1 1 

80 

60 
AD  - 



CM3 

compared  to  the 

percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 

Data 

Not  

Reliable 

-Q- 

■ 

H\J 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 

_ 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 


37% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


4o/el%  2% 


93% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


2% 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


9% 


26% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
|~1  Self-Contained 


ED  Dd  not  finish  high  school 
fl  Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
ED  1 don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Tn/a  j 


> >, 
s $ 

n 


±±QQ 


i 5 o 


5 


ill 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


f N/A  I 

★★00  ^-,0 

— i 

★o„ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 


II 


★ 0001  10 


:S ' 


*1 


5 5 6 


±Q\ 


5 $5 


1 rn  cs 


j~N/A| 


H 


★ooo 


2. 


ili 

! So 


★Q 


.5  §•£ 

ill 


LU  O 
"8 


,6.g 

ERLC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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George  C.  Calef  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Community  Involvement-As  a Feinstein  School,  Calef  students  participated  in  doing  many  good  deeds  for  the  community. 
Reading-Calef  School  participated  in  President  Clinton's  Read  America  Challenge  to  increase  reading  scores. 

Writing-An  innovative  summer  writing  program  was  instituted  at  Calef  to  include  all  students. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Mprithfy 

4.0  guarterty  ■ 

feveraJ 

2-o  A 

1.0  Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (maniputatives,  speak  on  different  wrth  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


, This  School 

This^  District 

The  State ..  ; 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.86 

79.48 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.42 

91.50 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

63.18 

88.00 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

NA 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.07 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

1/243 

472/10028 

2/253 

1443/3412 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


..leyel(s).. 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
. . . JeyeKsl . . . 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

Jey^lCsX 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


.Joy.  el  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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16.02 


Graniteville  School 


Johnston  District 
Keith  Welch,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
241  Students 
16  Teachers 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

50 


SKILLS  I 


39 


CONCEPTS 


20 


L B 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


35 


22 


37 


83 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


l~j  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CD  Achieved  .the  .$t9nd^rd . 

CD  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Q Exemplary 

.□  Prpficient 

CD  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100  -r 

I | 

80 

60--- 

Data 
Not  

SL 

40  - - 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 

20-  - 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


20% 

ld 


80% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CD  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1 % 


97% 


CD  White  MBIack  CD  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  CD  Bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


2% 


© 

83% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


f 20% 

57% 

CD  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
[TTl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 
80 
60- 
40- 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


5k  5k 

n 


Mlftooo 


j Sia 
Wf  5 3 


M 


5 | .5 

m iu 
3 % ^ 


w iS  o 
■8 


1 N/A 1 

★OOOnO 

-T 

0 Oi — i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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EKLC 


Gran  It  evllle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Parent  Involvement-Workshops  for  parents  were  held  to  increase  parent  involvement. 

Reading-Book  fairs  were  held  at  night  to  help  increase  parent  involvement. 

Technology-We  added  new  computers  to  our  school  and  we  were  able  to  put  one  class  on  the  internet. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Wpekfy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  gyattehy 
Several 

3-0  K% 

n <bnce.A 
20  Year 

1 .0  Ney«- 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

teaming  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulam/es,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Financial  Information 


i 

i 

This  SchooJ_ 

This  District 

The  State  . 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.15 

79.48 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.83 

91.50 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5 . S pan  of  Re spo nsibij ity  (M i ddl e & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.80 

88.00 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.01 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

1/243 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

18/241 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 



j Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  ! 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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16.03 


Johnston  Senior  High  School 


Johnston  District 
Cheryl  P.  Tutalo,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
886  Students 
83  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


22 

5 

15 

5 

6 

15 

25 

32 

19 

EH  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ . A.Qhieved.the.  Standard 

— 

EH  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

50 

30 

42 

51 

EH  Nearfy  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- EH  Below  the  Standard  --  - 

34 

EH  Below  Proficient 

® Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

13 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

12 

30 

32 

9 

D 

31 

SKILLS  1 

concepts! 

PROBLEM  SOLVING] 

Sample r~ 

Range  L. 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  — 

Reliable  m 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20  ‘ 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

458 

489 

Verbal  average 

472 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

45 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  informal  bn 
on  non- proficient 
students 

+ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch 


programs 


4% 


96% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
D Not  Eligible 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2% 


2% 


96% 

EH  White  B Black  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


99% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  [H  Bilingual 
E Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


© 

84% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
EH  Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


8%  3% 


40% 


30% 


18% 

i 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
BCraduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
El  don't  know 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


★ ()★★  0 


£ & § | | I 

i'll*0 


*0 


i5  CD 


1 N/A  | 

★ ot*no 

★ on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

>»  >» 

II 


★ 0++  0 


i Iff  f I 

rfp° 


♦ 0 


■S  u 5 

m ? 2 


16.04 

ERjt 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Johnston  Senior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Academic  Honor-Students  received  local  and  state  recognition  in  the  Academic  Decathlon,  Rl  History  Day,  Rl  State  Science  Fair, 
Science  Olympiad,  National  Merit  Scholarship  competition,  and  Rl  Teachers  Of  Italian. 

Community  Service-Students  devoted  many  hours  of  time  to  charitable  organizations  such  as  the  Tomorrow  Fund,  A Wish  Come 
True,  SADD,  Big  Brothers  and  Big  Sisters. 

Steering  Committee-A  steering  committee  has  been  formed  in  preparation  for  the  NEASC  visit  in  the  year  2000. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 


4.0  guafteriy 
Several 


3.0 


A-Year 


0 n 0nce,A 
20  Year 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JZL 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

56.25 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

64.22 

79.48 

74.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

84.87 

91.50 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

99 

99 

95 

96.46 

88.00 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.87 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.07 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/83 

1/243 

472/1 0028 

1019/886 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

5.47 

5.47 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

94.53 

94.53 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


73 

14 

12 

■ 

■ 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


20 


12 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

l?vel(s) 


128 

j 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

Jev.elCs.1 


1 1 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


351 
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Nicholas  A.  Ferri  Middle  School 


Johnston  District 
Frank  Romanelli,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
760  Students 
54  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


11 

=3= 

8 

T 

— 

— 

=*= 

18 

18 

32 

29 

58 

— 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
* with  Honors 

. . . . QAQhjevM  the.  Standard . . 

28 

83 

80 

37 

45 

51 

G Neariy  Achieved  the 
Standard 

G Below  the  Standard 

i 

42 

38 

| Little  Evidence  of 

19 

29 

— 

; 

1 

Achievement 

B 



16 

13 

18 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

r 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


25 


D Exemplary 

.□.P/PfiQWPt 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — I 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  ( grades ) 


100 

80- 

60 

40 

20- 

0- 


skills 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING1 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


11% 


0 


89% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


G Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


3%  n 
1% 


95% 


OwhiteM  BlackG  Hispanic 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


99% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


"'0 


80% 


0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
G Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


14%  5% 


41% 


20% 


20% 


| 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H G raduated  from  high  school 
Q Some  education  after  high  school 
G Graduated  from  college 
0 1 don't  Know 


Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


II 


__  j S*  £ 

W 15° 

3 T I 
.1 


no. 


.5  5 .6 


“Is 


} Q O 
8 


I N/A  1 

irk  tkr-rk 

n- 

if  On 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  | 


ft 

n 


W I* 


.1“; 
3 ■ 


i 

5$  5 


.5  S\5 


1 UJ  <3 

8 


1n7a1 


>>  >, 

f S 

o 6 


M \k 


:3||S| 
- - 


S|.S 
1 1 1 
w f1 1 

s 

Jt* 

I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERjt 


352 


Nicholas  A.  Ferri  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Jaguar  Journal-School  newspaper  named  #1  among  middle  schools  in  Rhode  Island. 

History  Day-Seven  students  represented  Rl  at  the  National  History  Day  held  in  Washington,  DC. 
First  ever,  full  length  production,  the  musical  Oliver,  was  performed  by  the  Drama  Club  students. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


n 

7.0 

6.0  jwj&wy 

5.0 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

so  flESRL 

p n frbc&A 
^-0  Yna r 


Literacy 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive ' Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reacfing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mat  hemal  leal  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  efiagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T sac  hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 

[ ~ 

This  School 

This  District 

i 

The  State  ! 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.00 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.55 

79.48 

76.54 

91.29 

91.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

118 

118 

86 

97.00 

88.00 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.74 

38.67 

19.71 

96.24 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/54 

1/243 

472/10028 

387/760 

1443/3412  35401/153342 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


39 


44 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level  (si...r.. 


24  22 

II 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


29 


-16- 


n 


LI 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

level fe). ......  J.eypJ 


.33.. 


17. 17-- 

I I 


85 


86 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


-15- 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


o 
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353 


Sarah  Dyer  Barnes  School 


Johnston  District 
Margaret  lacoveili,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
327  Students 
21  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
studentsat 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


23 


57 


19 


SKILLS 


57 


15 


CONCEPTS 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


52 


27 


42 


35 


25 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


12 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


46 


n Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Cons i’derab’ly 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  < . 

Range  — I 

Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 


13% 

0 


87% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

d Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


94% 


CD  White  iBIack  d Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  d Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


11% 


12%^^ 

ZJ 

77% 

d Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
d Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


023% 
3% 


d Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
d Some  education  after  high  school 
d G raduated  from  college 
d 1 ctort  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60  - 
40  - 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I N/A  | 


>s  >, 

n 


fl*ool  Jo 


ili 

i 5 6 


5 &.S 


’ UJ  CD 
8 


T 

-non 

I N/A  | 

o*oqT1o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a] 


II 


0*00 


*! 


II 

3 o 


|N/A|| 


.5  ? . 6 


.U  < 


>s 

88 

o 6 


o*ool  lo 


§•  S So 


iA 


.6  S' .6 


LLI  CD 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sarah  Dyer  Barnes  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  The  faculty  at  Bames  attended  many  math  workshops,  sharing  experiences  and  modeling  to  improve  math  scores. 
COMMUNITY  SERVICE:  Barnes  School  was  recognized  for  the  third  year  as  a Feinstein  School  for  their  community  service  projects. 
PARENT  INVOLVEMENT:  Parents  actively  became  involved  in  their  child's  school  through  homework,  math  and  science  nights. 


Response 
Choices  n 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Bua/terty 
Several 

3°  Rte 

2.0 
1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 

....This  District 

The  State  t 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

52.63 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.19 

79.48 

76.54 

95.38 

91.50 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA, 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.66 

88.00 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  inform alion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.97 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

1/243 

472/10028 

6/327 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

Financial  information 


[ 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , | 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§). 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above 

level(sl.  JeyelCsjL. 

" ' ™’|  ! | 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si. 


80 


81 


83 


: 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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16.06 


Thornton  School 


Johnston  District 
Elizabeth  Box,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
365  Students 
21  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


33 


SKILLS 


30 


CONCEPTS 


13 


28 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


16 


56 


53 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


61 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard . 

j I Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


12 


45 


□ Exemplary 

I")  Proficient 

I")  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grader 


Sample 
Range  — 

100- 

1 J 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Part  'cpation  Rate  < 80%) 

20- 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 


63%^^ 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


37% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


3% 


1% 


96% 

E White  MBIack  EHispanic 
E Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

O Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


15%^^ 


77% 


El  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
n Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


f 22% 

\3 

28% 

E Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
E Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
El  I don't  know 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Thornton  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


GOOD  DEEDS  PROGRAM-Recipient  of  $1000  from  Feinstein  Foundation  for  good  deeds. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-Provide  strategies  forteaching  New  Standards  in  Math. 

SCHOOL  COMMUNITIES-Provide  training  for  teachers  and  students  in  grades  3-5  on  conducting  class  meetings. 


Response  

Choices  ^ 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  paBy> 


5 0 Monthly 

4.0  gi^terty 
Several 

3-0  ■A'Vear 

2.0^-A 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 


This  School  

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

86.96 

79.25 

85.98 

83.67 

79.48 

76.54 

94.21 

91.50 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

92.07 

88.00 

84.76  . 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

13.55 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.72 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/21 

1/243 

472/10028 

4/365 

1443/3412 

35481/153342 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

...  • • ~ - 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


40  - 


20  - 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

level  (s) .level  (si... 

I 

i 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

Jevel(sl 

■ i 


62 

Lf>8  ... 


^4  22 

XX 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


13'  12 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


357 


16.07 


Winsor  Hill  School 


Johnston  District 
Nicola  Campagna,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
300  Students 
17  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


54 


35 


SKILLS  I 


18 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


18 


40 


60 


16 


50 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENT!  IQ  NS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard 
I~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 

”□  Below  the  Standard  *" 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


[3  Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

100- 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

or  exceeded 
the  standard 

l l 

80 

" " " t**i*ia 

Actual  — 

60- 

compared  to  the 

Wl  C 3 

percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 

Data 

Not  

Reliable 

a. 

■ 

on  - 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

cL\J 

o- 



Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  urtcn  programs 


Students  from  various  Students  receiving  ESL 

ethnic  backgrounds  or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Mothers  education  of  the 
education  services  students  who  took  the 

assessment 


I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


93% 


91% 


0 White  Hb lack  0 Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  d Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


4% 


82% 


d Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
d Self-Contained 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
d Some  education  after  high  sc  hod 
I I Graduated  from  college 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n/a| 

★ 0+0^0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
litecf  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


PlGdSG  note,  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Winsor  Hill  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997-1998 


“In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY-A  computer  lab  program  has  been  developed  to  include  all  grade  levels. 

VOLUNTEERS-A  volunteer  program  involving  high  school  students  as  mentors  is  currently  in  its  first  year. 

GIRL  SCOUTS-A  Girl  Scout  Troop  was  formed  for  the  ESL  girls  to  encourage  ESL  students  to  participate  and  join  scouting. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  MontWy 

4.0  §£arterly 
Several 

3-0  Pir 

n 'Once, A 
2 0 Year 


1.0 


Nwer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.33 

79.25 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.00 

79.48 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.67 

91.50 

92.74 

22 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.04 

88.00 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.90 

38.67 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.39 

96.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/17 

1/243 

472/1 0028 

4/300 

1443/3412 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

5.47 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.53 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


66 

61  


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


i 

| 


i 

i 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(s)[ 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

....  Jevflfel Jey.eKsl 


i 


66 

61  


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Lincoln  District 


Dr.  Robert  DeRobbio,  Superintendent 
3516  Students 
215  Teachers 


100 

80 

16 

Percentage  of 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

57 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

22 

0 

31 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


16 


53 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 


70 


16 


33 


36 


32 

54 

58 

28 

16 

6 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


I | Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O Achieved  the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


19 


52 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


100 

18 

Percentage  of 

80 

41 

— 

students  at 

60 

30 

each  performance 

— 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

30 

18 

assessments 

20 

16 

17 

10 

17 

0 

mu 

skills! 

n 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


CONCEPTS 


36 


32 


B. 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


69 


eT-ta 


10 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □-A.Qhieyod.the.  Standard . 

[J  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
•Achievement 


9 

-e- 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


36 


50 


7_ 
j6_ 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Hearth 

(GRADE  9) 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


12 

9 

10 

23 

19 

27 

15 

22 

44 

40 

26 

16 

17 

15 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achi  eved  the  .Standard 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


10 

This  District  State 
Math  average  527  489 

44 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average  527  494 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests  69  64 

34 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs  93  87 

B 

17tf 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Lincoln  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecRunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

7% 

CM 

1% 

rT) 

w 

93% 

89% 

95% 

w 

99% 

f~1  Public 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

EH  White®  Black  EHHispanic 

EH  Non-Recipients 

H Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 

EH  Non-Public 

EH  Not  Eligible 

[TT]  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


87% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  {Skills) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

Mathematics  {Problem  Solving) 

4 

2 

1 

1 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  {Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

3 

0 

1 

in  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

3 

0 

1 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeded 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

the  standard 
compared  with 

oimilar  ctiiHontc 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  {Reading;  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

dim  liar  aiuuaiio 

statewide 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

i “ ' 

Poverty  Nj 

pn-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

25 

76 

75 

Selected  SALT 

i 

Elementary  

jSjSio  ~ ~ 

High 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

106 

100 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "majoi" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

63 

81 

64 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

8 

22 

39 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  more  information 


r ~ 

District  Average 

State  Average  _ . 

1 . Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.63 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

3.  Stability  {%) 

105.30 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  {%) 

12.56 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.00 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/215 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

710/3516 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

6.66 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

93.34 

82.05 

362 


17.00 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


f i 

o g 


mm 

cq  a £ $ o 


*! 


6 |JB 
1 !u  J 

ID  UJ 

a ^ -g 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[n/a] 


I* 


s 4 

5 6 


.u 

■fi 


■8 

1 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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Lincoln  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

42905 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

18695 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

347422 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

137 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

99 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1 998)  ($) 

23 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


O State  □ District 


1% 


D Local  □ State  M Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


1 i 

More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 

Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

j ! 

! separate  cover. 
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Fairlawn  Elementary 


Lincoln  District 
Carolyn  Rabidoux,  Principal 
Grades  K-01 
279  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

r*\ 

2%  2%i% 

/fS 

3% 

(T\ 

12%  2% 

88%  ^ ^ 

w 

95% 

97% 

86% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q White  |Black  ^Hispanic 
C]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
Q Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

* See  Web 

fa  more  informal  on 
on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Fair  I awn  Elementary 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Fairiawn  Early  Learning  Center  Premier-Our  first  year  as  an  Early  Learning  Center  was  deemed  a success!  Focus:  a supportive,  child- 
centered,  developmental^  appropriate  curriculum  and  environment. 

Fairiawn  ELC  Parent  Teacher  Organization  was  established  this  year.  A terrific  "Winter  Wonderland"  Family  Day  Event  was  held. 
Superintendent  DeRobbio  was  our  "Frosty  the  Snowman"  for  the  day. 

Feinstein  Good  Deed  Program-We  are  the  proud  recipients  of  a $1 ,000  grant  award  due  to  the  many  kind  acts  of  our  students  and  teachers. 
Ornaments  were  placed  on  our  "Giving  Tree"  to  celebrate  our  monthly  good  deed  activities. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £*£*> 

6.0  Weekly 
5 0 Monthly 

4.0  Quartet 


3 o jTimes 
d U A-Year 

0 n QhcaA 
20  Year 

1 .0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

* — 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.83 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.89 

95.63 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

63.75 

105.30 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.63 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.94 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

1/215 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/279 

710/3516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  • •*  — 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress 
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Lincoln  Central  Elementary  School 


Lincoln  District 
Sam  Williams,  Principal 
Grades  02-06 
397  Students 
20  Teachers 


Mathematics 


( GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


30 


31 


41 


SKILLS  I 

CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


14 

9 

69 

59 

64 

57 

n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  jAp.hlQYQ.d  .th.Q  .Standard . 

77 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ ‘ '□  Below  the  Standard 

27 

26 

| Little  Evidence  of 

19 

34 

Achievement 

6 

7 

9 

9 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


17 


59 


O Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


23 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 


Data  4^ 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r— 1 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 

6% 

0 

1%1% 

0 

1% 

0 

4°A 

11°/^- 

r 

i 

r) 

10% 

rtj 

this  school 

94% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

98% 

□ WhiteliBlack  ^Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

99% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

85% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

^81% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


or 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Lincoln  Central  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Voice  of  Democracy -Write  in  Campaign:  Students  wrote  200  letters  urging  the  owner  of  the  land  behind  our  school  to  sell  13  acres  to  the 
town  for  conservation.  The  land  was  sold  and  a nature  trait  is  planned. 

"Community  Meetings-Community  Meetings  were  initiated,  based  upon  workshops  provided  by  Bill  Eyman,  "Project  Connects'" on 
Wednesday  mornings." 

Nature  Trail-students  worked  on  developing  a nature  trail  behind  our  school.  Sixth  graders  cleared  a path  and  mulch  was  donated  by  the 
town. 


Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community 


and  Parents 


6.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  jwS&hly 
4 0 jgj&terly 


2-0 


1.0 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assjgn  Students  receive 
writing  skffls  their  reports  reacfing  materials  mathematical 

Instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

Instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign 
charts,  graphs  hands-on 

and  diagrams  learning 

(manipuiatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 
speak  on  different  with  school 
topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


L 

This  School 

This_  District 

The. State . 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.98 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

97.47 

95.63 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

105.30 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.31 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

1/215 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/397 

710/3516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  <%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

..._. i.qvplI  (§).... 

Jey<?l(sl 

Jey$l  (si 

.Jey?l  (si 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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17.02 


Lincoln  Middle  School 


Lincoln  District 
W.  Tyler  Page,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
561  Students 
35  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


41 

18 

36 

i-5- 

'6 

_5_ 

30 

69 

52 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ . Achiev.Qd.the.S.tand^rd. . . 

30 

18 

17 

87 

82 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 



□ Below  the  Standard 

16 

17 

32 

— 

31 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

10 

17 

D 

23 

10 

9 

11 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills] 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

a 

DNCEPTS 

j 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

problem  solving! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


Mathematics  (grades) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

or  exceeded  Range 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — wmmm 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


fl  ... J 


CZZI 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  unch 


for  Students  from  various 

programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents'  education 


87% 


100% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□White  H BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 


| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ I don!  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Lincoln  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


HISTORY  DAY:  Seven  of  our  students  went  to  the  state  competition. 

ACTIVITY  PERIOD:  Student  members  of  the  School  Improvement  Team  suggested  alternate  activities  to  study  hall.  Over  three-quarters 
of  the  student  body  participated. 

EIGHT  GRADE  SOCIAL:  Student  Council  members  and  advisors  ran  the  8th  Grade  Social-a  final  activity  for  graduating  8th  grade 
students. 


Choices 

7.0  o*y- 

6.0  Weekly 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

30 P?Ir 
2.0|^'A 
1 o Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

I 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

61.90 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.98 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.70 

95.63 

. 92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

106 

106 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.47 

105.30 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.22 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.13 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/35 

1/215 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

119/561 

710/3516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s). 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


T3’ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


..37. 


r 

l 

14 

1 

_& 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


.58  . 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


90 


91 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


1998 


2001 


1998 


2001 


1998 


2001 


1998 


2001 


1998 


2001 


1998  2001 


1998 


2001 


10 

10  | 

Hi 

mu 

1998 

2001 

Actual 

Target 

370 


Lincoln  Senior  High  School 


Lincoln  District 
Frederick  W.  Silva,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
895  Students 
78  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


12 

9 

10 

36 

19 

23 

15 

27 

|~~|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. C . A c hj  ev  ed . th  o.  $tand  a .rd 

■ 50 

22 

44 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ EH  Below  the  Standard  ■ • • 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

26 

40 

7 

_6_ 

16 

17 

15 

ILLS 

n 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


10 

44 

FI  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

34 

11  Below  Proficient 

® Considerably- • •• 
Below  Proficient 

L 



This  School  State 


Math  average 

527 

489 

Verbal  average 

527 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

69 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  — r 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

^ gg  SKIU _S  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 

40 — - - 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 

( T\ 

2%1%  1% 
(T) 

1% 

8% 

1% 

96% 

95% 

99% 

w 

91% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
EH  Not  Eligible 

EH  White M Black  EHHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
Bother  Programs 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
EH  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


4%  3% 


11% 


15% 


68% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
(HI  Graduated  from  college 
Fill  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


or 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Lincoln  Senior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words’ 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


NEASC  Accreditation:  Lincoln  High  School  received  full  accreditation  by  NEASC  in  1997-98. 
CIM:  All  teachers  in  the  high  school  were  introduced  to  the  Certificate  of  Initial  Mastery. 
Renaissance  Program  initiated. 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  ga|y> 

6.0  Weekly 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3n  jT  foes 
*°  A'Year 

0 n Once, A 
20  Year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 




... 





. ....  — - ) 

This  School 

This District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

52.38 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.39 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.60 

95.63 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

100 

100 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.29 

105.30 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.05 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.89 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/78 

1/215 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

572/895 

710/3516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.66 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.34 

93.34 

82.00  ' 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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17.04 


Lonsdale  Elementary  School 


Lincoln  District 
Carolyn  Rabidoux,  Principal 
Grades  02-06 
268  Students 
14  Teachers 


100 

80 

15 

Percentage  of 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

63 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

19 

0 

ZS1 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


27 


19 


CONCEPTS 


10 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


19 


50 


35 


29 


48 


19 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5 ) 


17 


78 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

O Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


58 


r~[  Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


D 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60- 

40- 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizediunch  programs 


83% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


93% 

□ White  WBIack  f~|  Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


3% 


97% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


3% 


84% 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


34% 


15% 


41% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 I Graduated  from  college 
0 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


>s  >» 

s s 

n 


[nw]»0*0 


_ Sill I 
S“ffSo 
^ 1 ■? 


2 § 


*Q 


.6  5\S 

:li 

UJ  2 UJ 
3 ^ 1 
lit 

w £ CD 
■8 


1 N/A 1 

2 

o 

+ 

o 

* 

> 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  EngSsh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Lonsdale  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


FEINSTE1N  PROGRAM-Lonsdale  School  received  $1000  Feinstein  grant  award  for  having  an  outstanding  Feinstein  Program  97-98,  thanks 
to  the  wonder  school  and  community  support. 

NEW  PARTNERSHI PS-Formed  with  R.l.  College  and  New  England  Printing  & Graphics. 

ARTS  CURRICULUM  INTEGRATION  PROGRAM-Lonsdale  SIT  and  Lonsdale  PTO  grant  of  $1000  for  visiting  artist  to  work  with  6th  grade 
students.  Entire  school  visited  R.I.S.D.  Museum. 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


7.0  pS?* 

6.0  Weekly 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

4.0 

Several 

so  fiu 

(T eacher  responses) 

2-0  °^?A 

i.offe* 

Community  and  Parents 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
f manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 



This  School  

...  _This_  District 

.The  State _ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.45 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

93.57 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.67 

95.63 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.10 

105.30 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.22 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.17 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

1/215 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/268 

710/3516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRET ATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

levelfe) 

lev©l(sX  ... 

leve!(s)  . 



° 1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s). 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


17.05 


Northern  Lincoln  Elementary  School 


Lincoln  District 
Principal  Position  Vacant 
Grades  K-06 
689  Students 
34  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

6 

24 

18 

80 

Percentage  of 

48 

24 

studentsat  60 

each  performance 

45 

level  on  the  40 

elementary  school 

32 

53 

assessments  20 

31 

0 

13 



B 

SKILLS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


36 


19 


50 


31 


30 


14 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi_QY.ed  th.e  .Sion.derd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“D  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


20 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  .14- 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


0“ 


76% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1%QO/ 

3%  3% 


93% 

CH  White  iBIack  Q Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


99% 

CH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


85% 

f~l  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


55% 


32% 


14% 

Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
F~1  Graduated  from  college 
fx]  1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100  • 
80 
60- 
40- 
20  ■ 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


M]***fll  U 


£ 


£ 5 

i 5 6 


3$ 
2 “ 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


.5 


' £ o 
"8 


>s  >s 

ss 

n 


*1 


i 5 


iM±±±oEkJl  ★oil 


1 1 1 
I ; 


' UJ  CD 


>s  >s 

f 8 

o 5 


*1 


j 

5 6 


| |\5 
'.u  J 

ID  2 


w £ 0 
■8 

s 


| N/A 1 

t\ 

*o[~l 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffepanic 
Native  America! 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Northern  Lincoln  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


New  Administrator  Added:  Celeste  Bowler  was  appointed  curriculum  coordinator  of  our  new  Early  Learning  Center. 

Additional  Classrooms:  Twenty  rooms  were  added  to  our  school  building  increasing  our  staff  to  fifty-five  and  our  student  population  to  697 
children.  x 

Computers:  Our  new  facilities  included  the  addition  of  a computer  lab. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  £§&> 

6.0  Weekly 

Selected 

5.0  Mcxithly 

SALT 

4 0 Sjiffterly 

survey 

Several 

findings 

(T eacher  responses)  Once. A 

20  Year 

i.o  toy®- 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 


j _ 

This  School 

_Jhis  Districts 

_The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.36 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.68 

95.63 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.73 

105.30 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.02 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/34 

1/215 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

13/689 

710/3516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

fmm  Q camnla  nf  Qhrv-lo  Iclanrl  Hictrintc  anH  QrhnnlQ  will  hpt  availnhlA  lindfir  SPrWfltft  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 
level  (§) 

above 

achievement 

lev§l(s)t 

above 

80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
ipyeKsl 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

Jev.eKsX 


s 

29 

_ 27 

22  20 

19 

| ■ 

1 11 

| 

LI 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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17.06 


Saylesville  Elementary  School 


Lincoln  District 
Charles  Graves, 
Grades  02-06 
427  Students 
20  Teachers 


Principal 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


18 


CONCEPTS 


26 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


63 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.O  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'EH  Below  the  Standard 

§|  Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


53 


O Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

I~l  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  <r  80%; 

20 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

1% 

3% 

C T) 

o 

11%  ^ 

(\ 

0 

w 

91% 

w. 

w 

100% 

0 

— 87% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  liBlack  EH  Hispanic 

EH  Non-Recipients 

EH  Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 

H Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

EH  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


68% 


13% 

0 


18% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60- 
40  - 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


m\ 


>.  >. 

% 5 

n 


OQOOl  Ifl 


'I 


III 

I 5 o 


' m 0 
■8 


| N/A  1 

ppponp 

J 

♦ 1 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a! 


% £ 

it 


★oool  lo 


:SPfl 

! “ §-  & 5 o 
*1  ■ 


±flj 


.6  S\6 


' LU  0 
■8 


| N/A  | 


$ i 

a 


★oool  lo 


5 SIS  II 

>o||So 
x < 


m 

Si 

ID  J 2 

a i 


w m O 

a 


17  nj 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Saytesville  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Sayleville  School  Improvement  Team-the  team  was  comprised  of  the  principal,  teachers,  parents,  and  business  represen  at  ives. 

Parent  Volunteer  Program-parents  assisted  teachers  on  a regular  basis  to  tutor  students,  assist  with  projects  or  share  their  personal 
expertise. 

Saylesville  School  Garden  Club-lead  by  a teacherassistant,  special  ed  and  regular  ed  students  designed,  sought  donations,  and  planted 
shrubs  and  wild  flowers  in  various  areas  in  front  of  the  school. 


J 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

71.43 

76.70 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.72 

89.70 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

97.19 

95.63 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5 Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.72 

105.30 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.96 

12.56 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.31 

98.00 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/20 

1/215 

472/10028 

6/427 

710/3516 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.66 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.34 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

w _ ....level (?).... 

04  85 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s)L 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

jev$](sjL  . 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l  (s)l 


60 = - 

40  --  ■■■■■  - 

20---  

° 1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual 


27 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


14 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


O 17.07 

ERJC 
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ODDftDtromarftonD  OT®[rD(i©S 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Little  Compton  District 


Louis  Bitar,  Superintendent 
362  Students 
31  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

_5_ 

80 

28 

35 

25 

60 

25 

40 

63 

53 

38 

20 

0 

10 

10 



B 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


13 

6 

63 

45 

50 

42 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

O Achieved  the  Standard 

70 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

30 

r&J 

38 

28 

52 

13 

JLi 

18 

23 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


22 


48 


□ Exemplary 
Proficient. 

□ Below  Proficient 

’ 'H  Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


30 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


100 

8 

_5_ 

=3= 

80 

23 

26 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

49 

10 

72 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

33 

40 

middle  school 

49 

assessments 

20 

0 

36 

18 

a 

21 

D 

26 

skills) 

\ 

31 


59 


£ 


82 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ . A g hi  eyed,  th  e S tan dard . 

|~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 

Standard 

r □ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

15 

Achievement- 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


.READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


33 


...  50 


Q Exemplary 

[~~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  •- 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Because  Little  Compton  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  its  students  attend 
Middletown  High  School. 


18.00 

o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Little  Compton  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

16% 

14% 

^_12% 

4%(<J 

X 80% 

O 

88% 

o 

100% 

o 

100% 

86% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 
D Non-Public 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

10  Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteH  Black  DHispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
| Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  {Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

In  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 

oimllor  oil  iriontc 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

similar  siuuenis 

statewide 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

0 

0 

0 

0 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

Poverty 

NA 

Non-Poverty  All  Seniors 

NA  NA 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle  High 

NA  NA 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

82 

NA 

NA 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

12 

NA 

NA 

1 . Student  Attendance  {%) 

District  Average 
93.78 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

3.  Stability  {%) 

95.05 

84.76 

Selected  district 

4.95 

19.71 

indicators 

*See  Web 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.06 

96.31 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/31 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

7/362 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

0.00 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

0.00 

82.05 

o 

ERIC 


18.00 


Little  Compton  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

fa  mae  Information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takas 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n__ 

T 

loP 

|N/Al 

00*01  0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
h6s  panic 
Native  Amoican 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


jl  fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takas 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


pi 

T 

00 

1 N/A 1 

Q00  0 0 

Poverty, 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

s 


p- 

0 

| N/A| 

0000 

*0 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Otha| 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


Because.  Little  Compton  does  not  have  a high  school  of  its  own,  Its  students  attend 
Middletown  High  School. 


18.00 
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Little  Compton  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  {$) 

44292 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

20273 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

1108516 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

371 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

34 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

14 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


EH  State  □ District 


7%  1 % 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


V 


| More  detailed  financial  information  wilt  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION 

Financial  Information  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

i 

| separate  cover. 


18.00 
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Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools 


Little  Compton  District 

Dr.  Michele  Andolina,  Principal 

Grades  K-08 

362  Students 

31  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — I 

Actual  — 


Data 

Not  „QL 

Reliable  £ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80- 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BAS|C  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecMuncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

(5 

88% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

O 

100% 

□ White  HBIack  [^Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

O 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

?*) 
^ 86% 

□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

^-^^15% 
59%  ( j 

V W 26% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 

20 

0- 


IV!  at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Q 

Tn/a  | 

00*0 

[ill!  I 

t 


.6  S-5 


UJ  Juj 


* lij  o 


[N/A 1 


>, 

S S 

II 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


oo*ol 


1“|1S5 


la 


.5  $5 


IS 


.u 

hs; 


’ uj  O 

S 


f^loo^ol  In 


2 If ||l 

*“f|5  o 


.5 

§ :u  § 

2 p 2 

nt 

"8 


II 


[NMlIoO+ol  0 


*! 


Si 

Is 


1o 


.5  £\6 


1 m O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Discipline  and  Respect  Policy:  Teachers,  parents,  and  community  members,  working  together,  created  a Discipline  and  Respect  Policy  to 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


fit  the  requirements  of  a school  entering  the  21st  Century. 

Curriculum  Mapping:  Each  Little  Compton  teacher  completed  a curriculum  map  of  grade  level  activities.  These  maps  will  be  used  to 
provide  classroom  activities  that  will  link  to  performance  standards  in  math,  reading  and  writing. 

School-Community  Communication:  The  faculty  and  staff  of  the  Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools  developed  a weekly  packet  of  information  to 
keep  all  members  of  the  school  community  informed  about  activities  within  the  school  and  community. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  My> 

6.0  jwsekly 

5.0  Monthty 

4.0  gjsrterty . 

feveral 

% 

2.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
tear  rang 
fmanpjtatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soo  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

.This  District  ^ _ 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

42.86 

42.86 

74.47 

94.18 

93.78 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary)  

21 

20 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

95.05 

95.05 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

4.95 

4.95 

19.71 

97.06 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/31 

0/31 

472/10028 

7/362 

7/362 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  wiii  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

I.qypj(§)... 

90  91 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


45 


30 


HI 


:»■ 32" 

±1 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

. 


'53” 


45 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools 


Little  Compton  District 

Dr.  Michele  Andolina,  Principal 

Grades  K-08 

362  Students 

31  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


8 

_5_ 

=3= 

=3= 

-5- 

— 

=31 

23 

26 

31 

49 

— 

10 

72 

rl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achieved,  the.  standard. 
□ Nearly  Ac  h i ev ed  th e 

33 

92 

82 

36 

18 

49 



59 

□ Below  the  Standard 
B Little  Evidence  of 

i 

21 

J 

26 

JL 

8 

15 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS  | 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

[ READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


33 

0 Exemplary 
..0  Proficient 

50 

0 Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

fl 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — j 
Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 

60  

40 

20 ==... 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  &) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


CZZ3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 

:ecflunch  programs 


subsidize 


12% 

0 


88% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


100% 


OwhiteB  Black0  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


14% 

© 


86% 


O Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


15% 


59% 


0 


26% 


[ | Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
[ I Graduated  from  college 
0 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takas 


1 00- 
80- 
60 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


Jn/a] 


II 


00001  lo 


5*11*0 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


m 


.5 


' LU  O 
8 


[N/A| 


ii 
8 6 


ooool  la 


:Sf  i|l 

S®||*o 


5 5\S 

i|s 

III 


1 iij  o 
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|n/a| 


II 


ooool  lo 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Discipline  and  Respect  Policy:  Teachers,  parents,  and  community  members,  working  together,  created  a Discipline  and  Respect  Policy 
to  fit  the  requirements  of  a school  entering  the  21st  Century. 

Curriculum  Mapping:  Each  Little  Compton  teacher  completed  a curriculum  map  of  grade  level  activities.  These  maps  will  be  used  to 
provide  classroom  activities  that  will  link  to  performance  standards  in  math,  reading  and  writing. 

School-Community  Communication:  The  faculty  and  staff  of  the  Wilbur  & McMahon  Schools  developed  a weekly  packet  of  information 
to  keep  all  members  of  the  school  community  informed  about  activities  within  the  school  and  community. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £apy> 

6.0  jweekty 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 

Several 

3n  Times 
A -Year 

9 o Once, A 
20  Year 


1.0  Never 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  repots  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papas  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruct  bn 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topes 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

— — - - - - - - ' - 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  * 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.71 

85.71 

76.54 

94.18 

93.78 

92.74 

21 

20 

21 

Selected  school 

NA 

NA 

86 

indicators 

95.05 

95.05 

84.76 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  infamatbn 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.95 

4.95 

19.71 

97.06 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/31 

0/31 

472/10028 

7/362 

7/362 

35481/153342 

NA 

0.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

— 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 

80 


63 

60 56 


40  - 


20-- 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jeyel.jsjL 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


! ■ 
! ; 


1 998  2001 


28 


1998 


Actual  Target  Actual 


39 


2001 

Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

Ieyel(s)_ ..... Jeyel(s)....n  .. 

i 
: 

| 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


92'* W 


1998  2001 
Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


8 7 


1998 


2001 


Actual  Target 


18.01 


Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Middletown  District 


Rosemarie  K.  Kraeqer,  Superintendent 
2856  Students 
220  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rt  Health 


Rl  Writing 


> -- 

9 

13 

Z3Z 

10 

13 

— 

=3= 

=31 

20 

17 

1 -1 

60 

23 

57 

44 

61 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

1 -• 

59 

68 

— 

65 

48 

60 

36 

— 

□ Below  the  Standard 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 

1 -- 

21 

— 

29 

23 

| Little  Evidence  of 

.....  Arhiaw omont 

10 

26 

! ; 

12 

~T 

11 

16 

14 

11 

mm 

ntriiuvumuru 

33 

skills! 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

CK 

1NCFPTR 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PRORI  PM  : 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

I READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


26 


30 


18 


SKILLS 


13 


20 


22 


26 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


23 


10 


89 


84 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . Q AqN  eyed.  the.  standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


n Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


16 

53 

22 

8 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


19 


32 


52 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


24 


15 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rt  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


43 


46 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably-  --- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

496 

489 

Verbal  average 

513 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

67 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

76 

87 

19.00 

o 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Middletown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


• - 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  J 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

55 

80 

77 

Selected  SALT 

r - - 

Elementary 

Middle 

’._1~ Hfflh’.I  ZZZZj 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

76 

90 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major11 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

53 

50 

68 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

20 

34 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

0 

2 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

2 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

1 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

1 

0 

2 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 ‘ 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


f 

District  Average 

~~  State  Average  __  j 

1.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.70 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

84.74 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  {%) 

19.85 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.43 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

4/220 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

1048/2856 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

5.11 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

94.89 

82.05 

19.00 

330 


Middletown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a  I 

ftn*on* 

1 

— ,01  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

1 H 

-c  S 

w uf  U 
*2 

Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


♦ o 

1 N/A  1 

itkitk 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 

Frh  matim 

1 

5 

| 

1 

1 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


* fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


iaan 

ERIC 
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Middletown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

38400 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

15346 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

367207 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

106 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

80 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

15 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  D District 


6% 


D Local  □ State  H Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  avail  able  under 

separate  cover. 


19.00 


Aquidneck  School 


Middletown  District 
Natalie  Huppee,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
296  Students 
20  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

14 

13 

80 

Percentage  of 

32 

students  at 

60 

65 

each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

49 

assessments 

20 

24 

24 

0 

8 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


17 


68 


38 


13 


67 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Stgndgnd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 

Actual  — 1 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mat hematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligi  bility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


16% 


84% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


5%  3% 


89% 


□ White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


5% 


95% 

Q Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


15%  ** 

84% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


©' 


75% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 
80- 
60- 
40  ■ 
20- 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


| N/A  [ 


>•  >. 

% f 

n 


±tk  0 


*1 


|1 

5 6 


±H 


fl 

1 £ o 


1 N/A  1 

T 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 


II 


★★★Of  ★ 


min 

§“||5o 


adI 


I N/A  | 


ft 

H 


1 Uj  CD 


ill 

iSo 


5 S'  5 


1 |B  O 


19-s 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Aquldneck  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Focus  schools-aquidneck  school  participated  in  the  east  bay  educational  collaborative's  project  as  a focus  school,  with  the  goal  of  closing 
the  gap  in  math  performance. 

Writing  portfolio-teachers  and  students  implemented  the  new  district  writing  portfolio  with  staff  development,  class  demonstration  lessons, 
and  increased  writing  to  meet  the  goal  of  increased  writing  achievement  across  all  grade  levels,  k-4. 

Bridging  packets-the  teachers  developed  summmer  bridging  packets  of  activities  for  all  studens  with  emphasis  on  our  improvement  goals 
in  the  areas  of  writing,  reading,  and  math.  All  students  who  complete  the  packets  will  receive  a bridging  t-shirt. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  J-»py> 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 


4 0 g^terty 
Several 

3-0  JSS 
2-0 


1.0 


Note 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 


other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


} 

_This  Sc hp.ql 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

91.80 

85.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.14 

94.70 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.77 

84.74 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.69 

19.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.94 

96.43 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

4/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/296 

1048/2856 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.11 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.89 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


i 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 
80- 
60 
40- 
20- 


73' 


68 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


32 

1 


NA 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


"54 j 

' rjA 
1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

lev  el  (si  ley  el  (s).... 


'73 

i l t 

57 

1 1 

49 

27 

If! 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


19.01 


Forest  Avenue  School 


Middletown  District 
Richard  Capaido,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
337  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


65 


23 


63 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


66 


62 


57 


57 


32 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


I"!  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Cl  Achieved  th.Q Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□Below  the  Standard  ’** 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


46 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient  . ; 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — “*■ 
Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60=3 

40 

20 <=> «■«■  — 

CL 3 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized! unch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


5%  2% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


2% 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


C White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


C Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-protficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students  . 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 

o**ono 

T 

★ofi 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Forest  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOP MENT-Article  31  staff  development  funds  were  utilized  for  building-based  workshops  in  Process  Writing  and  Mathematics 
Performance  Assessment/Activities  Development. 

A Working  Wonders  Grant  was  utilized  to  develop  teacher  skills  and  student  performance  in  mathematics.  A schoolwide  Focus  School 
Plan  was  developed  for  Forest  Avenue  School.  1 

GREAT  BOOKS  ENRICHMENT  PROGRAM-A  program  was  developed  to  provide  enrichment  in  literature,  writing,  and  thinking/discussion 
skills  for  our  3-4  grade  students. 


This  School  This  District  The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%)  100.00  100.00  85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%)  85.51  85.46  76.54 

Attendance  (%)  96.25  94.70  92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Si i z e (El ementary)  19  18  21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  .(Middle  & : High)  NA  NA  NA 

6.  Stability  (%)  72.56  84.74  84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%)  30.00  19.85  19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  97.78  96.43  96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers*  1/20  4/220  472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students 1 * 5/337  1 048/2856  35481/1 53342 

11 . Drop-out  Rate  (%)  NA  5.1 1 1 7.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%)  NA  94.89  82.00 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(s)  level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lev  el  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(s) 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 
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19.02 


John  F.  Kennedy  School 


Middletown  District 
Catherine  S.  Earhart,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
337  Students 
21  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


52 


23 


SKILLS 


52 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


33 


28 


58 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the . 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

|Q0  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

0Q  - - - LMPPMCZL  ............................. 


40 

20 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r~m 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

2%2%1% 

n 

>% 

68%  x^ 

V ) 

X_  85% 

100% 

v J 

X / 86% 

( 1 
54%\ 

\y  29% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  H Black  □Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
[TT|  1 don’t  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  F.  Kennedy  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  sc  hod  goals 


Title:  Earty  Literacy  Learning  Initiative-a  leadership  team  of  K-2  staff  attended  staff  development  five  days  this  year  at  Lesley  College,  in  an 
effort  to  improve  students' earty  literacy  development. 

Focus  Schoofs-our  school  became  active  in  this  math  and  science  improvement  initiative  implemented  by  the  east  bay  education 
collaborative. 

Mobility-over  40%  of  our  students  are  new  each  year,  as  a result  of  our  military  families  who  move  in  our  district  mostly  during  the  summer 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  JJgrtWy 

4.0  Quarterly 

3.0 
2 0 year 

1 .0  few 


eral 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

...This  School  _ 
100.00 

.. 

This  District 

100.00 

....  -The  State 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.76 

85.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.92 

94.70 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

73.32 

84.74 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

29.79 

19.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.59 

96.43 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/21 

4/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

9/337 

1048/2856 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.11 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.89 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

1 owest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

Ieyftl(§) 

JeveKs.X 

level  (s)i 

level  (sjt 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


ERJC 


398 


19.03 


Joseph  H.  Gaudet  School 


Middletown  District 
Vincent  Giuliano,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
880  Students 
78  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

— 

13 

-5- 

11 

ZSZ 

x 

80 

26 

26 

Percentage  of 

— 

20 

15 

45 

[~~|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

students  at 

60 

30 

15 

70 

. . . . □.AchioyMthe.S.mndatd. . . 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

22 

37 

89 

84 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

middle  school 

21 

l~~l  Below  the  Standard 

assessments 

20 

— 

35 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

18 

31 

21 

23 

X 

Achievement 

0 

KM 

10 

X 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

n 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

l~~l  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


f See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grades) 


Sample  — 
Range 


Actual  — mam 


Data 

Not  JOL 

Reliable  g 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 


60  -a 
40- 
20- 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


1 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

26% 

7%1%3% 

(^) 

2% 

rn 

7*7 

i6%J^i5% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

w 

89% 

□White  ■ BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

98% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

7-7 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□Self-Contained 

56%  ^ 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 dont  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[nmI 


>s  >s 

I % 

S $ 


1“. 
3 ■ 


s5o 


5 $5 


1 15  o 
8 

s 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Joseph  H.  Gaudet  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Focus  School -improving  teaching  and  learning  of  math  - improving  student  achievement. 
SALT  pilot  improving  teaching  and  learning-improving  student  achievement. 

Rick  Kelly-name  recognition  of  Gaudet  faculty  as  teacher  of  the  year. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected  5 0 

SALT 

4.0 

survey 

findings  3.0 


(T eacher  responses)  ^ q fcnce,A 

1.0  fe** 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports, 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  teaming  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(maniputatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 
labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  Information 


This  School 

This. District 

The.  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.44 

85.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.02 

94.70 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

76 

76 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.90 

84.74 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.71 

19.85 

19.71 

8. Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.57 

96.43 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/78 

4/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

75/880 

1048/2856 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

5.11 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

94.89 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
....  Jevfl(sJt... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


61 


-56- 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


JevelCsjt.. leveTfs). 


44  44 

II 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

-93- 


92 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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19.04 


Linden  School 


Middletown  District 
Constance  Sullivan,  Principal 
Grades  PK-KG 
187  Students 
11  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


i 

This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

27% 

4%  4%  2% 

2% 

4% 

11% 

(\ 

73%  ^ 

W 

90% 

w 

98% 

J 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteHBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  - 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Linden  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


NAEYC  accreditation  process-the  NAEYC  accreditation  process  was  completed  from  self-study  to  visit  by  validators. 

Kindergarten  school-to-career  program:  aschoolwide  work  program  was  implemented  for  kindergarten  students  whereby  they  were 
introduced  to  the  world  of  work  from  job  application  through  interviews  to  work. 

Web  page  for  Linden  School  created-www.middletownri.com  will  invite  you  into  Linden  School. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 
3-0  fe 

2-0  i^-A 


1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
f manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  mere  information 


Financial  Information 


T 


ThisSchool 

This  District  . 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

85.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.27 

94.70 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

17 

18 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

73.83 

84.74 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

29.44 

19.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.97 

96.43 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

4/220 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/187 

1048/2856 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

5.11 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

94.89 

82.00 



. . 



... 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  f — 

targets  for  j 

adequate  j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly  j 

progress  ~ ” 


19.05 


Middletown  High  School 


Middletown  District 
John  J.  Regan,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
819  Students 
70  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


QAchieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □Achieved.the.  s.t  an  d a rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• □ Below  the  Standard  - • - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


43 

FI  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

46 

( Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

... 

D 



SAT 


This  School 

State 

Math  average 

496 

489 

Verbal  average 

513 

494 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

67 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

76 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

XL 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Partbpation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


ci 


n 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


--c=- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

rh 

q<V  3%  1 % 

2% 

rn 

10%  3% 

W 

88% 

W 

85% 

98% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I i Some  education  after  high  school 
i I Graduated  from  college 
Fill  don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

A no  students 
" were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


1 N/A  | 

♦ on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male! 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A  | 


>.  > 
| B 

o 6 


2 if  f £ ! 

ill 


★ o 


w £ o 
■8 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


403 


Middletown  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


CIM-Middletown  adopts  the  certificate  of  Intial  Mastery. 

US  First  Team  - in  conjunction  with  engineers  from  NUWC,  thirty  two  students  and  three  staff  built  a robot. 

The  team  placed  second  in  national  competition.  Super  Bowl  - second  consecutive  division  III  foot  ball  champions. 


Choices  I > 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  fethty 

4.0  Sjerterty 

Several 

30  fe 
2-0 

1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JUL 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  a on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

; A 

This^School 

This^  District 

„The. State  { 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.23 

85.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

92.60 

94.70 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

90 

90 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.26 

84.74 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.07 

19.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.56 

96.43 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fi led  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/70 

4/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

955/819 

1048/2856 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

5.11 

5.11 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

94.89 

94.89 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100  - 


80 


60 


40- 


20- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


’ 73’ 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (s) 


1 1 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


20 


.18  . 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


j 

* 

i 

52 

54  i 

; 46 

48 

2001 

Target 


19.06 


□m(?®[7Dtm®G[]®no  M®DteS 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Narragansett  District 


John  W.  Wedlock,  Superintendent 
1861  Students 
134  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


18 


49 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


59 


25 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


33 


f~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

’ O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Exemplary 
[^Proficient 
O Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

30 

16 

33 

=3= 

=2= 

13= 

13= 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

— 

25 

15 

71 

54 

n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D AghioveJ  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

38 

23 

81 

80 

middle  school 

— 

42 

assessments 

20 

23 

19 

— 

32 

| Little  Evidence  of 

21 

Achievement 

o 

~\ 

17 

IQ 

10 

12 

14 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

, 

IWRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS! 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


12 

D Exemplary 

51  |~~l  Profjcjent 

□ Below  Proficient 

_ " ' | Considerably ' 
y Below  Proficient 


37 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing  SAT 

(GRADE  10) (GRADES) (GRADE  10) 


100 

16 

11 

12 

6 

This  District 

State 

80 

34 

20 

Math  average 

519 

489 

60 

— 

26 

17 

24 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 

43 

PI  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

542 

494 

40 

50 

16 

45 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

— d)  Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

74 

64 

20 

26 

34 

39 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

83 

87 

o 

8 

9 ! 

17 

18 

~~8~ 

m 

B 

skills! 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Narragansett  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecTlunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

16% 

1%  1% 

1%  1% 

1% 

15% 

1%  / — 

3 

83% 

& 

87% 

© 

96% 

©1 

99% 

4% 

^ ^ 81% 

□ Public 

EH  Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

@1  Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

n Asian/Pacific  Islander 

BeSL  □ Bilingual 

H Self-Contained 

D Non-Public 

D Not  Eligible 

[2]  Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

Poverty 

0 

Non-Poverty 

75 

All  Seniors 
67 

■ -•  — 

Elementary 

Middle 

High 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

59 

86 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "majori' 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

91 

79 

64 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

0 

12 

39 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
94.86 

- 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

92.94 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

11.82 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.62 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/134 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

361/1861 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.64 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.36 

82.05 

O 

ERIC 


407 


20.00 


Nar  rag  an  sett  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a| 

T 

Loti 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


.jl.  fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


Narrag  an  sett  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

44361 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16986 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

781630 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

212 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

63 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

16 

21 

District  financial 
information 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0^ 


9,466 


7,838 


7,258 


5,948 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  739 


186  225 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


680  736 


Facilities 

Management 


358 


509 


n_ 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  CH  District 


7%  2% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


Financial  information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 


• ■ i 

separate  cover.  j 


o 

ERIC 


20.00 


Narragansett  Elementary  School 


Narragansett  District 
Janice  DeFrances,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
751  Students 
36  Teachers 


100 

18 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

49 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

29 

0 

Z3Z 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


35 


13 


CONCEPTS 


13 


36 


43 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.O  Achieved  .th.Q .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'ED  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

100 

I | 

80 

fin 

Range  — 

Actual  — 

ou 

Data 

Not  

A 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

rp) 

2%  1%2% 
(T\ 

2% 

5% 

attending 
this  school 

X — ^ 83% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

vJ 

95% 

O White  BBIack  Q Hispanic 
HJ  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

w 

98% 

EJ  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

w 

82% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
n Self-Contained 

76%i  ") 

[ 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
(TTj  1 don't  know 

410 


Nar  rag  an  sett  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


"Multicultural  Night:  Grade  2 '"adopted"' a country  and  based  on  that  country's  music,  dance  and  costume,  put  on  a show  for  parents." 
Self-Study:  NEASC,  SALT,  NAYEC  self-studies.  NEASC  and  NAYEC  for  accreditation. 

Art  Exhibition:  Third  and  Fourth  grade  students  displayed  their  art  in  the  community. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  gaity> 


5 0 Monthly 
4.0  Quarterly 


Several 

(Time 


3 0 A-Year 

o n Once,A 
2 0 Year 

1.0  Nww 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

This  School  

96.61 

_J This  District 

82.35 

The  State ] 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

31.10 

27.94 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.35 

94.86 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.61 

92.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.56 

11.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.69 

97.62 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/36 

1/1 34 

472/10028 

18/751 

361/1861 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

6.64 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

93.36 

82.00 





........  — 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


70 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

level  (si  Jeye!(s_)L.. 


' 75’  ’ 


30 

±1 


u.ifi. 


I | 


oil 


30 


XI 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev$l  (si 


60 


- 16-  - 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


41  1 


20.01 


Narragansett  High  School 


Narragansett  District 
David  G.  Andrews,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
524  Students 
39  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


16 

ii 

12 

34  , 

— 

20 

26 

24 

rl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.AQhi^vQd.th?.  standard 

ED  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

17 

50 

16 

45 

■ ED  Below  the  Standard  - - - 

34 

26 

B Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

8 

8 

9 

17 

18 

1 B 

SKILLS  1 

n 

CONCEPTSl 

— 

— 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


43 


39 


This  School 

State 

Math  average 

519 

489 

□ Exemplary 
ED  Proficient 

Verbal  average 

542 

494 

□ Below  Proficient 

• Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

74 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

83 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 

Range 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 l 

80 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

60 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 

Data 
Not  

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 
subsidized!  uncn  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receivii 
or  bilingual  < 


ESL 

ion 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents'  education 


7% 


93% 


95% 


100% 


84% 


B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


ED  White  I Black  EDHispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


I"!  Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


PI  Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
ED  Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
ED  Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics  m writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Narragansett  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


SENIOR  PROJECTS:  A NHS  team  is  exploring  and  developing  a Senior  Project  Program  to  develop  content  and  performance 
standards  for  graduation.  Funding  is  provided  through  the  "How  Good  is  Good?"  cluster. 

INTERACTIVE  MATHEMATICS  PROGRAM  (IMP):  NHS  is  exploring  and  piloting  the  IMP  designed  to  develop  problem-solving, 
communication,  and  reasoning  skills.  The  IMP  is  interdisciplinary  and  real  world  problem -centered. 

TED  SIZER  FELLOWSHIP:  Sharon  Webster  of  the  English  Department  was  awarded  a $5000  grant  "to  strengthen  the  connection 
between  the  classroom  and  home".  NHS  received  $1000  to  assist  Ms.  Webster  develop/implement  the  program. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5 0 

4 0 Quarterly 

3.0 
2 0 

^■u  JVear 

1.0 


leveral 

Iftas 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JH 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  rearfrig  materials 

instruction  and  papers  dher  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatlves, 
tabs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  T eachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

r 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

60.00 

82.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

14.31 

27.94 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.98 

94.86 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

86 

86 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

85.64 

92.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.26 

11.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.37 

97.62 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/39 

1/134 

472/10028 

249/524 

361/1861 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.64 

6.64 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.36 

93.36 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  TNs  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lOYPJ(S) 


65 


NA 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


.37.. 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
.l9y©l(?J  .. 


.1.9. 


- 16-  • 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

..Jeyelfel ...... 


49 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


20.02 


Narragansett  Pier  School 


Narraaansett  District 
Jeffrey  Sincoski,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
586  Students 
59  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


16 

-t- 

30 

— 

33 

— 

25 

— 

— 

15 

38 

23 

— 

— 

19 

42 

23 

ir 

mtm 

17 

IS 

SKILLsI 

\ 

0 

English  Language  Arts  *RI  Health 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADES) 


zsz 

A 

54 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

71 

81 

80 

. . . . □ A.qhieyQd.the.S.tandard. . . 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

21 

32 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

_5J 

10 

12 

id 

14 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


12 

0 Exemplary 

...  51  ..□.P.rpfiQi.ent 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ H Corisi  derab  fy 

Below  Proficient 


37 


See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — [ 1 

Range  1 


Actual  — 

Data  # % 

Not  iji 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 


Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


TT 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecTluncn  pro 


programs 


— ^^15% 

0 


85% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


1% 


98% 


□white  H BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


17% 


© 


77% 


0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


10%  1%  5% 


13% 


71% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
Hi  Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
0 1 don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80- 

60-- 

40- 

20- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A| 


s s 
!§. 


*»*ol  I* 


1“#' 
« ■ 


|2£ 

i 5 6 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


]o 


.5  ££ 


at* 


1 m CD 


H 


1“#1 

^ x< 


5 o 
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1 N/A  | 
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I N/A  | 


ss 

n 
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1 £ o 
"8 


★★★Ol  U 


; “ S'  1 5 o 


S S.5 


1 iSj  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Narragansett  Pier  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Feinstein  Recognition-We  were  one  of  the  two  middle  schools  in  Rl  recognized  for  our  students' wor1<  in  Feinstein  activities. 

NEMS  Showcase  School-The  New  England  Middle  Schools  has  asked  if  they  could  showcase  our  school  and  programs  to  middle  level 
educators. 

School  as  Community-Through  training  last  summer  with  Bill  Eyman  our  school  has  shown  exemplary  success  in  creating  a safe  and 
cooperative  community  of  teachers,  students,  parents,  administrators,  and  community  members. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0  jWeekty 

5.0  MofoWy 

4.0  [Quarterly 
Several 

30 

2.0 

1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

This  School. 
86.89 

This  District. 
82.35 

The  State. 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

39.25 

27.94 

76.54 

95.22 

94.86 

92.74 

Selected  school 

NA 

NA 

NA 

59 

59 

86 

indicators 

96.39 

92.94 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  informs! on 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

7.72 

11.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.80 

97.62 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/59 

1/134 

472/10028 

94/586 

361/1861 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

6.64 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

93.36 

82.00 

Financial  information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev  el  (s]L 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level{s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


84 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


20.03 


□oo{fo[7noD®GQ®oo 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Newport  District 


Rodreqo  Borgueta,  Superintendent 
2967  Students 
220  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

9 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

55 

each  performance 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

25 

10 

0 

SKILLS 

18 


45 


CONCEPTS 


23 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Heafth 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


58 


13 


45 


16 


30 


36 


37 


27 


33 


57 


19 


Standard 

' O Below  the  Standard ’ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


5 

H Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

38 

. O Achieved  the  Stand  a id 
□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

PI  Exemplary 
[^Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


100 

Percentage  of  80 

18 

students  at 

each  performance  60 

36 

level  on  the 

middle  school  40 

25 

assessments 

20 

0 

.... 

17 

El 

SKILLS 

Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


9 

13 

=2= 

15 

33 

=E 

21 

15 

53 

78 

70 

11  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ...  CL  Achieved. the  Standard 



26 

42 

40 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard  

35 

| Little  Evidence  of 

30 

26 

24 

18 

22 

Achievement 

10 

T 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

' 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


.READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


13 


38 


PI  Exemplary 

..D.  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


49 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE  10) 


IUU 

31 

14 

10 

12 

=H 

This  District  State 

80 

22 

15 

21 

Math  average 

516 

489 

— 

13 

□ Achieved  the  Standand 
. with  Honors 

51 

PI  Exemplary 

60 

15 

. . .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

526 

494 

40 

50 

41 

49 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

•O  Below  the  Standard  • 

— 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

70 

64 

20 

j 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

30 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

12 

23 

22 

13 

15 

0 

7 

B 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERIC 


Newport  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

17% 

8%2%1% 

2% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

< 

45% 

21%  | 

attending 
school  in 
this  district 

y 

83% 

55%  1 

N.  J 68% 

98% 

□ Public 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  B Black  □Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

B Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

BeSL  n Bilingual 

CD  Non-Public 

CD  Not  Eligible 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


15% 


80% 


[“I  Non-Recipients 
E Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
E!  Resource 


Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

6 

0 

2 

4 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

6 

0 

4 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

6 

2 

2 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

6 

4 

1 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

2 

0 

0 

2 

2 

0 

1 

1 

Rl  Writing 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

35 

66 

55 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

72 

High 

89 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a '‘moderate"  or  “major* 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

53 

47 

73 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

12 

29 

35 

District  Average 

State  Average 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.08 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

77.38 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

21.03 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.93 

96.31 

Sgo  Web 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/220 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

13.60 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

86.40 

82.05 

21.00 


Newport  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a| 

1- 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

r^+ri1+ 


Jl 


>.  >. 
5“ 
6 


nun 

$ x 5 


.5 

ill 

tu  ? tu 


00  rn  O 
1 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


m 

|n/a| 

*1  L* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Encash  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a| 

T 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ified  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


21.00 


Newport  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

37427 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16358 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

504718 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

115 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

100 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

23 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


ED  State  EH  District 


8% 


D local  □ State  H Federal 


V 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


j More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  ! WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  avai  lable  under 


separate  cover. 


21.00 

420 


Carey  School 


Newport  District 
Cynthia  Murrell,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
170  Students 
10  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


35 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


12 


32 


26 


32 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O Bel  ow  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

. .El  Proficient 

O Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably’ 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 

SB 

40 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5% 

,2vvi 

1 

7% 

1% 

24%^Tx 

44%  ( 

V 56% 

65% 

© 

93% 

© 

75% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  HI Blac k CH  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

E]  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


H Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
H I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n/a| 

o**on* 

i A Ai  i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 

n 

[ N/A 1 

0**0  A- 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Carey  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


KITES-Schoolwide  emphasis  placed  on  hands-on  science  instruction. 

Project  LINKS-Intermediate  level  students  were  mentored  in  computer  technology  and  writing  by  Salve  Regina  University  students. 
Literacy  Initiative-All  grade  level  teachers  participated  in  system-wide  language  arts  in-service. 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


5 0 Mpnthly 

4 0 Quarterly 

Several 
i iTlmi 


3.0 


A-Year 


Q n Once. A 
20  Year 

1.0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


■■  — 

This  School  „ 

- - 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.00 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.93 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.71 

91.08 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  {%) 

93.37 

77.38 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.15 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.89 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/170 

584/2967 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


21.01 


Coggeshall  School 


Newport  District 
Robert  Frizelle,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
197  Students 
12  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


53 


25 


35 


38 


SKILLS  I 

CONCEPTS 


13 


25 


58 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


63 


43 


15 


38 


30 


13 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achi  eved  .the  .Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  * 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


13 


0 Exemplary 

.0  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data  4^ 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

o- 


M at  hematics  (grade  4) 

CONCEPTS 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


4°^ 


60% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


25% 


71% 


0 White iBIack  0Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


l9%^^ 

<o> 

^ ^ 81% 


0 Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


39% 


0 


25% 


29% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 | Graduated  from  college 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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80- 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Coggeshall  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


"Project  Second  Step-We  applied  for  and  received  a grant  to  expand  our  conflict  mediation  program  via  "'Second  Step"1  discipline  training." 
KITES-Expanded  hands-on  science  instruction. 

Literacy  In-service:  Staff  members  participated  in  local  systemic  language  arts  improvement  initiatives. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


4 0 Quarterly 


q n (Times 
'3  U A-Year 


2.0 


Once,A 

Year 


1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School _ ... 

83.33 

This  District. 
93.75 

The  State 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.73 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.24 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

57.21 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.94 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.22 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

11/197 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 



_ 

. 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


21.02 


Cranston  - Calvert  School 


Newport  District 
Alice  Clancy,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
287  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 
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60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  R I Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5)  (GRADE  3) 


30 

20 

30  . 

— 

59 

48 

9 

30 


7 


54 


28 


11 


■■■■TZ. 


57 


24 


15 


Q"  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  jS&nc&rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


SKILLS  I 

CONCEPTS! 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
I WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met  sample 

or  exceeded  Range 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — ^mm 


Data 

Not  i 

Reliable  □ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


60 


40 


20 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
s ubsidi  zeal  unc  h programs 


54% 


3 


46% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  5% 


70% 


D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


or  bilingual 


ceiving 

educate 


ion 


1% 


99% 

Q Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


7% 


i6% 

78% 


l~~]  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


io 


82% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
El 1 don't  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cranston  - Calvert  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


""Success  for  All  Kids'"-The  Bank  of  Newport  through  its  'Excellence  in  Education'  program  awarded  Cranston  Calvert  a $20,000  grant  to 
improve  the  mathematical  ability  of  all  students  at  Cranston  Calvert  school." 

Working  Wonders  II  Focus  School  1997-98.  1998-99-Cranston  Calvert  School  is  committed  to  using  data  provided  by  New  Standards 
Assessments,  as  well  as  other  RIDE  and  local  data  to  close  existing  gaps  between  instructional  outcomes  and  educational  standards. 

Faculty  and  principal  have  worked  together  to  develop  a program  to  close  gaps  in  student  achievement  in  mathematics.  There  is  a parent 
component  as  well  as  family  Math/Science  nights  to  keep  parents  actively  involved  in  this  process. 


Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 

Several 
q r»  frirnes 
A ' Year 

q n Onc^A 
20  Year 

1 o Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


[ 

This  School 

__  This, District 

The  State . 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.86 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.10 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

75.15 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

26.69 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.46 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/220 

472/1 0028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/287 

584/2967 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00  . 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  i ndividual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (si 


87 


80 


60- 


40- 


20 


12 


48 


II 


72 


65 


28 

1 1 


10 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


21.03 


Dr.  M.  H.  Sullivan  School 


Newport  District 
Maria  Van  Englan,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
279  Students 
21  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

J&-. 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

50 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

24 

assessments 

20 

18 

0 

.. 

m» 

SKILLS 

74 


CONCEPTS 


71 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


36 


26 


19 


36 


47 


36 


53 


27 


52 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .the  St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard  " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Exemplary 

. .D  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

" '■  Considerably" """ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 


60  - - 


20 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

8% 

15% 

6% 

6% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

4b 

C>" 

rh 

22% 

attending 
this  school 

92% 

40% 

94% 

V 

J 

73% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

O White  H Black  O Hispanic 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
[TT|  I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 


(SKILLS) 

100 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


(N/A| 

£ * 

5 


A 


:al  ^ 


s § : 


_±QL 

.5 


} W o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A| 

♦OrrA 

★ Or-. 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Dr.  M.  H.  Sullivan  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Project  Excel-Professional  Development  School  activities.  Salve  Regina  University/  Sullivan  School-Development  of  the  Teaching- 
Learning  Cycle. 

Sullivan  School -FI  ore  nee  Gray  Family  Center;  Family  interventions/before  and  after  school  activities/Family  Parent  Workshops,  Summer 
Title  I Program. 

Providence  TAS  Partners  hi  p-Cooperate  sponsorship  of  internal  and  external  learning  opportunities. 


writing  skills 
instruction 


their  reports 
and  papers 


reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibll ity  (Middle  & High) 

6.  Stability ;(%) 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 


This  School. 
100.00 
82.43 
91.41 
17 
NA 
72.34 
27.66 

96.75 
0/21 
21/279 
NA 
NA 


.This  District. 

93.75 

83.76 
91.08 

19 

NA 

77-38 

21.03 

96.93 

0/220 

584/2967 

13.60 

86.40 


The.State 

85.98 

76.54 

92.74 

21 

NA 

84.76 

19.71 

96.31 

472/10028 
35481/1 53342 
17.95 
82.00 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


80 


60 


40 


20 


-55 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(§) 


Lm 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level  (si  level  (si  . level  (si 


JL- 33" 

II 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


21.04 


Frank  E.  Thompson  Middle  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


Newport  District 
James  Caswell,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
639  Students 
62  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


18 

9 

13 

15 

=3= 

=3= 

33 

=3= 

13 

36 

21 

15 

53 

78 

70 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . Achieved  Ahe.S.tantfard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

38 

_ 

43 

26 

— 

40 

25 

□ Below  the  Standard 

35 

| Little  Evidence  of 



— — 

49 

: 17 

31 

26 

24 

18 

22 

Achievement 

4 

10 

_ 

-T- 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

■ 

r 

^WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

IrEADING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

□ Exemplary 

. □Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| 'Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

! 1 

80 

Range 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

SX. 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

60%  40% 

3%  3% 

JS'A 

J 70% 

3% 

0 

8% 

11%^^" 

£ 

0 

97% 

80% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white H BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


17% 


6% 


14% 


20% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>>  3^ 

II 


! S 6 


S S ■& 

ill 

SIS 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Frank  E Thompson  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Professional  Development/SALT-Education  of  faculty  and  parents  regarding  Article  31 . 

Strategic  Planning-Understanding  the  school's  role  in  the  implementation  of  the  district's  Strategic  Plan. 
Parent  Survey-First  year  implementation  of  new  parent  survey. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 


Selected 
SALT 

Sever* 

findings  3.0 

(Teacher  responses)  Once  A 

20  year' 


1 .0  Never- 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eacbers  assign 
reacfng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Seo  Web 
for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

_ This  School 
100.00 

Th  i s District 

93.75 

The  State 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.65 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

89.47 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

72 

72 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

74.77 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.21 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.67 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/62 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

95/639 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100- 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(sl  level(sj  level  (s)  level(s) 


80- 


60- 


40- 


20- 


■54 

l 

21  19  ! 

1 1 

...17 


26  24 

XI 


24  24 

I I 


I ! 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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21.05 


George  H.  Triplett  School 


Newport  District 
Mary  Foley,  Director 
Grades  K-02 
108  Students 
NA  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

6%  i% 

17% 

— x 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

( 45% 

55% 

vly 66% 

o 

100% 

0 

83% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BfBlack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

exceeded  j 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

* See  Web  j 

for  more  information  ' — —— 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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George  H.  Triplett  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  J 

sch001  j This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

*See  Web  __ _ , 

for  school  goals 


1 


Response 

Choices 


7.0  j»> 


6.0  "Weekly 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  j 


Tthly 


4.0  SGj^rly 
Several 

3-0  P& 

O n "Once,  A 
20  Year 


1 0 Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


i 

.This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.86 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.73 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/0 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/108 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


21.06 


Rogers  High  School 


Newport  District 
Victoria  Johnson,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
839  Students 
58  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


14 

10 

12 

31 

15 

21 

22 

13 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Aqhi6VQd.th9.$tandard 

50 

15 

41 

49 

El  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• 0 Below  the  Standard  - - - 

26 

_ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

12 

23 

22 

13 

7 

Of 

SKILLS 

n 

conceptsI 

PROBLEM  SOLVI NGl 

30 


0 Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

•^-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

516 

489 

Verbal  average 

526 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

70 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample > 

Range  I 


Actual  — ■■■■ 

Data 

Not  w □ 

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%; 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CO  NCEPTS  SOLVI NG 

80 — 

60 l=> 

40  — 

20 c=3 & 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5%  3%  1% 

1% 

5% 

29% 

(T) 

IW/O  __ 

71%  

w 

^ 77% 

W 

J 

99% 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  H Black  0 Hispanic 

0 Non-Recipients 

0 Non-Recipients 

Reduced-Lunch 
O Not  Eligible 

Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  0 Bilingual 

■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

EDother  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


8%  6% 


56% 


13% 


18% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
i 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
0 Graduated  from  college 
[Til  I don't  know 


Percentage 

100  --- 

of  students 

80  --- 

who  met  or 

60  --- 

exceeded 

40  --- 

the  standard 

20  ---■ 

*See  Web' 
for  more  informal  ion 
on  non-proficient 
students 

0 — 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

a no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


5 5 
1 1 


± 

★ ★ 

*1 


1 5 

5 5 


★ ★I 


.hX  r- 

it 


ill 


1 i 

5 5 


★*TT 


ti  i 

M £ 3 

"8 


o 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


433 


Rogers  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


JUNIOR  ROTC  PROGRAM:  Increased  enrollment  by  28%,  providing  an  integral  component  to  our  students' development. 

SCHOOL  TO  CAREER:  Four  career  pathways  were  developed  which  will  expose  students  to  experiences  related  to  a variety  of 
career  fields. 

STANDARDS  AND  FRAMEWORKS  AND  CROSS-CURRICULA  WRITING:  Standards  and  Frameworks  embedded  into  every  teacher's 
curriculum.  Cross-Curricula  Writing  expanded  throughout  the  school. 


Choices  _R 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  BgJy* 

6.0  |?eS<iy 


1.0  jiSSrterly 


3-o 


2.0 


1.0 


bnce.A 

iVeaf 

few 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

(mariipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


; 

This.School. 

This  District  „ 

_ .Th  estate.  \ 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.33 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

74.52 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

88.00 

91.08 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

89 

NA 

89 

NA 

95 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

84.70 

77.38 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.46 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.09 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/58 

0/220 

472/10028 

417/839 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

13.60 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

86.40 

86.40 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


0 

ERIC 


434 


21.07 


Sheffield  School 


Newport  District 
Kevin  Dillon,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
237  Students 
13  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
„ each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


20 


17 


SKILLS 


57 


34 


CONCEPTS 


51 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


49 


20 


49 


23 


23 


34 


55 


27 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achi.QY.ed  th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ 'O  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


49 


O Exemplary 

. £2  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  _Ai 

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60  — 

40  ■ = 

20 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


46% 


0 


54% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


14%  1/0 

30%  / 


55% 


O White  iBIack  Q Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


77% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
f~1  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


43% 


10% 

0 


24% 


24% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
□ Graduated  from  college 

[T7!]  I don!  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
w1 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60  - 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


% % 

n 


o**o  I 


::3f  111 

^Ijso 


33 

2 E 


5 

_ I 

ni 

in 


[nm| 

Q**of1* 

~h 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffc  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

33 

s§ 

IL. 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sheffield  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 


Long  Term  Reading  Study-created  baseline  to  follow  students  year  to  year  in  reading  achievement  and  better  target  staff  development  needs. 


Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Grants  Technology-successfully  wrote  grants  to  purchase  software  to  supplement  reading/writing  curriculum. 

Completed  and  presented  improvement  plan-plan  completed  and  presented  to  the  Newport  School  Committee  and  the  community;  focus  on 
reading,  technology,  inclusion  and  facilities. 


writing  skills 
instruction 


their  reports 
and  papers 


reacting  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
fmantpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


suggestions 
on  how  to  hefc 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  Sc h poJ 

This  District 

The  State I 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

98.44 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.04 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.31 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

26.92 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.62 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

22/237 

584/2967 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levelfe) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
.level  (si 

80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


21.08 


William  J.  Underwood  School 


Newport  District 
Marilyn  Moskol,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
211  Students 
11  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


56 


29 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


56 


38 


32 


29 


26 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


10 


30 


55 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  Standard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

" "0  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Exemplary 

.□  Prgficient. 

0 Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  i , 

Range  1 I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  JJL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

10%  1% 
it 

v 

16% 

/ 34% 

o 

66%X^ y 

kLJ  ^ 

w 

100% 

N 84% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

O White  BBIack  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 

0 Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

H Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


0: 

69% 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  coliege 

0 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 


> >. 

I! 


o**ol  U 


*1 


15 

5 6 


5 S' .6 


' Uj  O 
■8 


f N/A  | 

o**on* 

T 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I N/A  | 


H 


0**0 


S“, 


j 15 

! 5 5 


±Q 


n 

ii 


’ uj  O 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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William  J.  Underwood  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


'To  improve  literacy  through  Community  Outreach-Teachers  and  principal  read  at  after  school  day  care.  Informative  articles  relevant  to 
reading  were  sent  home  monthly.  Student  "breakfast""  while  discussing  favorite  books." 

Improve  Math  Focus  School-Teachers  collaborating  on  strategies  and  attending  professional  development.  Family  math  nights. 

To  Expand  Technology-Development  of  Underwood  School-Web  Pag  e-http  :/Avww.  ri.net/school/Newport/Und 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 


6.0  JWeekiy 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Suarterty 

Several 

3.0 


(Teacher  responses)  <0nce,A 

20  tYeaf 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 .0  Neww- 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concerts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

- - - - • 

This  School 

This.  District 

The  State  

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.33 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

102.04 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

93.81 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

19 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

74.79 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.11 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.57 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

0/220 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/211 

584/2967 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

FInancial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jeyel(sj 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s]( 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

Jeve!(si , JeyeKs.i. 


o 

ERIC 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual-  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


21.09 


Oood®D™sGi]®no  TOscteS 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


439 


New  Shoreham  District 


Salvatore  J.  Augeri,  Superintendent 
140  Students 
18  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


40 


40 


20 


SKILLS 


10 


30 


50 


10 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


CONCEPTS 


50 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Writing 


10 


80 


30 


40 

*fU 

n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

1 There  were  very  few  j 
grade  3 students  in 

30 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

i this  school.  For 

this  reason,  the  i 

50 

O Below  the  Standard 

g Little  Evidence  of 

data  for  this  field  * 
were  nofre ported. 

10 

30 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


English  Language  Arts 


20 

10 

30 

10 

20 

30 

20 

40 

r1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ...  □.Achieved. the. Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

50 

30 

70 

90 

90 

30 

20 

□ Below  the  Standard 

20 

3 

gg  Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

10 

20 

'20 

20 

20 

10 

[10 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS  | 

1 WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

^READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


There  were  very  few 
grade  7 students  in 
this  school.  For 
this  reason,  the 
data  for  this  field 
were  not  reported. 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


22.  (TO 

ERjt 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


25 


SKILLS 


42 


25 


25 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

O Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard-  - - 

£ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


t*1  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

524 

489 

Verbal  average 

469 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

100 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

75 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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New  Shoreham  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizeaiuncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1% 

i%4%1% 

16% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 

o 

230/0 

Cv 

© 

O 

1%  X\v? 

this  district 

99% 

77%  ^ 

94% 

100% 

84% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 
CD  Non-Public 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CD  Not  Eligible 

□ White®  Black  O Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

CD  Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 
CD  Other  Special  Programs 
ED  Resource 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

in  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeded 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

the  standard 
compared  with 

cimilar  otiiriontQ 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

oil  1 Ilia  1 oiuutriiio 

statewide 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Rl  Writing 

1 

1 

0 

0 

- - — 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty  All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

NA 

NA 

50 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

- - - “*  - - ■ - — -- 

Elementary 

Middle  High  

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

20 

20 

{Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major41 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

70 

70 

70 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

23 

23 

23 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
93.43 

" State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

10 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

87.84 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* Can  Mfah 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

14.86 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.56 

96.31 

jco  weo 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Fi  led  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/18 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

8/1 40 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

25.00 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

82.05 

22.00 


New  Shoreham  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


|n/a| 

0000 

0 

wit 

★0  ★ 

Poverty 

Non-pwerty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A 1 

QJLQOnO 

** 

★0* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Iwa] 

0000 

0 

00 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
hfe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*Sce  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


+ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


| N/A| 

★o*o*o 

+0  + 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Nat/ve  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a| 

★0*0+0 

★o#  IwaI 

★0*0*0 

** 

*0+  fWAl 

+n+n+n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Povertyl 
Non-poverty  [ 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other  1 

Mate  1 
Female  | 

Special  Education  J 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency  C 
Genera)  Education  ) 

High  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

^ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  ri  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


22.00 

O 


NewShoreham  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

43068 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

20676 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

3563874 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

1063 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

31 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

10 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2%  1% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


Financial  information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  wilt  be  available  under 


i 


separate  cover. 


o 

ERiC 


443 


22.00 


Block  Island  School 


New  Shoreham  District 
Henry  L Lemoine,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-12 
140  Students 
18  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


40 


SKILLS 


10 


30 


CONCEPTS 


10 


50 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


10 


10 


30 


50 


10 


40 


30 


30 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  .the  .Sten.derd. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


.READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


There  were  very  few 
grade  3 students  in 
this  school  in  the 
1997-98  school 
year.  For  this 
reason,  the  data  for 
this  field  were  not 
reported. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4} 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40 

20- 

0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 


5% 


95% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


l%4%  1% 


94% 

CD  White  H Black  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


97% 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


1% 


CD  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Q Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


CD  Did  not  finish  hk^  school 
H Gradual ed  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[TT]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 

> 

I 

I N/A  ( 

Q000 

0 

★ 0« 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

1! 

Li. 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Block  Island  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


COLLEGE  ACCEPTANCE- 5 of  our  6 graduates  were  accepted  to  the  college  of  their  choice  including  Colgate  and  Skidmore.  (Xir  SAT 
scores  were  above  the  state  average. 

TRAVEL  AND  EXCHANGE  PROGRAMS-Block  Island  conducted  exchange  programs  with  five  other  Rhode  Island  schools,  hosted  visitors 
from  China  and  traveled  to  Boston,  New  York  and  Washington. 

PIONEERS  IN  TECHNOLOGY-The  Block  Island  faculty  created  an  Internet  ready  computer  network  placing  a computer  in  every  room  along 
with  a video  conferencing  instructional  collaborative  with  a mainland  high  school. 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


.This  School 

This  District . 

The  State ' 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.16 

63.16 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

26.83 

26.83 

74.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.38 

93.43 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.84 

87.84 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.86 

14.86 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.56 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/18 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

8/140 

8/140 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

25.00 

25.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

75.00 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 

Financial  Information 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (sjL 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l  (si 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

. Ievel(sl 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Block  Island  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  8) 
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PROBLEM  SOLVING 


10 


70 


20 


20 


90 


10 


10 


New  Shoreham  District 
Henry  L.  Lemoine,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-12 
140  Students 
18  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


' " □ Achieved  the  Standard' ' ' 
with  Honors 

D. Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard’ 

HJ-ittle  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONV  ENT  IONS- 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


BEADING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


There  were  very  few 
grade  7 students  in 
this  school  in  the 
1997-98  school 
year.  For  this 
reason,  the  data  for 
this  field  were  not 
reported. 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  - 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data  a 

Not  

Reliable  J 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  ( grade  8) 


100- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  unch  pro 


programs 


95% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


4% 


1% 


1% 


94% 

QWhiteM  BlackQ  Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
irn  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


97% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


1% 

i6%^rx 

0 


84% 


f~l  Non-Recipients 

HResouice 

□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


NA 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

0 I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
4 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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*0*0*0 
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Non- poverty 
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Other 
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Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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+ 0* 
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Non-poverty 
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Other 
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irted  English  Proficiency 
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English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Block  Island  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COLLEGE  ACCEPTANCE*  5 of  our  6 graduates  were  accepted  to  the  college  of  their  choice  including  Colgate  and  Skidmore.  Our 
SAT  scores  were  above  the  state  average. 

TRAVEL  AND  EXCHANGE  PROGRAMS-  Block  Island  conducted  exchange  programs  with  five  other  Rhode  Island  schools,  hosted 
visitors  from  China  and  traveled  to  Boston,  New  York  and  Washington. 

PIONEERS  IN  TECHNOLOGY-The  Block  Island  faculty  created  an  Internet  ready  computer  network  placing  a computer  in  every  room 
along  with  a video  conferencing  instructional  collaborative  with  a mainland  high  school. 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  Bapy^ 


6.0  Weekly 


4.0  Quarterly 

o n Several 
'5-u  [Times 
A Year 


2.0 


Once,  A 
Year" 


1.0  Never 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

;■  “•  * 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.16 

63.16 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.49 

80.49 

76.54 

93.38 

93.43 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

20 

20 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.84 

87.84 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

14.86 

14.86 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.56 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/18 

472/10028 

8/140 

8/1 40 

35481/153342 

25.00 

25.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

75.00 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 
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% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 
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•36 ! ;■ 
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Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
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i 


1998  2001 
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%of  students 
performing  at 
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above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
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level(s) 


I 
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1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Block  Island  School 


New  Shoreham  District 
Henry  L.  Lemoine,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-12 
140  Students 
18  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
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80 

Percentage  of 
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60 

each  performance 

50 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 
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20 
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17 
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Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


42 

8 

25 

25 

CONCEPTS 

42 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.AQh|9VQd.th9.standa^ 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ 0 Below  the  Standard  - * • 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


This  School  State 
Math  average  524  489 

0 Exemplary 
0 Proficient 

Verbal  average  469  494 

0 Below  Proficient 

-H- Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests  100  64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  75  07 

programs 

PROBLEM 

SOLVING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100- 

80 

60 
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Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


SKILLS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


5% 


95% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


4%  1 % 


94% 

CH  White  H Black  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


3% 


97% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


16%  1% 

© 

84% 
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0 Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
M Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 
0 Graduated  from  college 
Ell  dont  know 
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*See  Web 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Block  Island  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COLLEGE  ACCEPTANCE-  5 of  our  6 graduates  were  accepted  to  the  college  of  their  choice  including  Colgate  and  Skidmore.  Our 
SAT  scores  were  above  the  state  average. 

TRAVEL  AND  EXCHANGE  PROGRAMS-  Block  Island  conducted  exchange  programs  with  five  other  Rhode  Island  schools,  hosted 
visitors  from  China  and  traveled  to  Boston,  New  York  and  Washington. 

PIONEERS  IN  TECHNOLOGY-The  Block  Island  faculty  created  an  Internet  ready  computer  network  placing  a computer  in  every  room 
along  with  a video  conferencing  instructional  collaborative  with  a mainland  high  school. 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.16 

63.16 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.49 

80.49 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.38 

93.43 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

20 

NA 

20 

NA 

95 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.84 

87.84 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.86 

14.86 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.56 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/18 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

8/140 

8/140 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

25.00 

25.00 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

75.00 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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North  Kingstown  District 


Dr.  James  M.  Halley,  Superintendent 
4518  Students 
210  Teachers 
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80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 
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20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 
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SKI  LLS 1 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

a 

twnpPTQ 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PRHRI  FM  ! 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

“ 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 
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PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 
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□ Below  Proficient 

" ■ Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 
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Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
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Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE  10) 
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PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

524 

489 

Verbal  average 

536 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

74 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Kingstown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 

D 

(5 

2%  1%  1% 

© 

1% 

O 

CM 

4 

this  district 

^ — 
□ Public 

89% 

87% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

96% 

□ White®  Black  □Hispanic 

99% 

□ Non-Recipients 

85% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

S3  ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Self-Contained 

□ Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

6 

1 

0 

5 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

6 

1 

1 

4 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

6 

0 

2 

4 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

6 

1 

1 

4 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

0 

1 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

0 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

2 

0 

2 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

Poverty 

75 

Non-Poverty 

80 

Ali  Seniors 
79 

• ■ - ...  . . 

Elementary 

Middle 

High 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

95 

100 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

79 

63 

89 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

7 

17 

37 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
95.09 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

89.52 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

12.42 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.20 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

24/210 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

605/4518 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

9.08 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

90.92 

82.05 

23.00 


North  Kingstown  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

{SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

{PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

{READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


pi.. 

Ht 

m 

U 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Middle  School 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


(SKILLS) 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 

dl' 

|n/a[ 

kit**  r 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

13 

si 

u. 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

n 

rip5 


5E 


.5  | .5 

| :«  J 

lu  ? lu 


High  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


oo  nn 

ERiC 
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North  Kingstown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

46736 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

18218 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

364901 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

140 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

78 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

21 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


$14,000 
$12,000 
$10,000 
$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 
$0  - 


7,838  7,955 


5,948  5,844 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


665  851 

r~ 


186  165 


680  737 


358  359 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  - to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


28% 


D Local  D State  I Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


j More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

j separate  cover. 


23.00 


Davisville  Elementary  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Janet  Stone,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
211  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


19 


SKILLS 


49 


16 


38 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5} 


36 


39 


39 


14 


26 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the. St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


49 


PI  Exemplary 

O Prpficient 

|~1  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


60  - 
40- 
20  - 
0 - 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

36% 

4%  1% 

2% 

Characteristics 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

64%V 

0 

90% 

CD 

98% 

^ ^ 81% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

C WhiteHBIack  dHispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

Id  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

l~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

f~~|  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


1 I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
ITU  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[ N/A  | 


%% 

s i 

CL 


0*0  ol  lo 


:S|S!I 

> m a. 


till 
I 


5 I"  .5 

ju  Jj 

ID  ? S 


w iS  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Davisville  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Homework  Club:  Through  COZ,  Homework  Club  gives  students  a place  and  help  for  homework  two  nights  a week. 
Parent  Teacher  Organization:  A Booster  Club  fundraising  body  which  plans  many  community  activities. 

School  Advisory  Committee  (SAC):  A staff,  parent,  community  policy-making  body  for  our  school. 


Choices  Jif 

7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0  JVeekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Suaterly 


3-0  Ia-yHt 

o n Once, A 
2 0 year 

1 .0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

(manpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soe  Web 
for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
100.00 

This  District . . 

98.98 

The  State 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.14 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.26 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

76.13 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.17 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.35 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/14 

24/210 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/211 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 --------------- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


i 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERIC 
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23.01 


Davisville  Middle  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
E.  Jane  Kondon,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
566  Students 
NA  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


. 

— 

— 

22 

10 

24 

-SZ 

=3= 

_5_ 

23 

19 

64 

38 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .. . n.Aqhi9VQd.th9.5.tflndftrd. 

40 

19 

88 

83 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

— 

22 

38 



41 

0 Below  the  Standard 

19 

| Little  Evidence  of 

27 

~6~ 

18 

26 

18 

16 

8 

3 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS^ 

n 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


PI  Exemplary 

.□.PrpfiCWnt 

□ Below  Proficient 

H'C^risiderably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — r 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data  O 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics  ( grades ) 

PROBLEM 

:iLLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


o 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

16% 

r>) 

1% 

2%  1% 

(TS 

1% 

(T) 

7f>, 

w 

84% 

w 

96% 

99% 

87% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Owhite  B Black0  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


19% 


12% 


58% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
01  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

» fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[nm! 


f s 

O Q 


jis 

jS  6 


s § 


★ 

JnTa] 

I 5 III 


w £ o 

"8 


i Up 

*1 


±Q 


.5  | 5 
S | 2 


m O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Davisville  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 
Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT:  School  Improvement  Plans  were  developed  for  each  team,  in  all  curriculum  areas,  and  school  wide  for 
student  writing,  motivation  and  safety. 

TEACHER  RECOGNITION:  Sylvia  Blanda  was  selected  as  North  Kingstown's  Teacher  of  the  Year. 

STUDENT  RECOGNITION:  Students  were  recognized  for  academic  excellence  and  achievements  worthy  of  commendation  with  Honor 
Roll  Credit  Cards,  Bumper  Stickers,  Student  of  the  Month  awards,  Gold  Cards  and  special  ribbons. 


Choices  \ 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  We&ty 

5.0  ^Wy 


4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

30  fe 

2.0  '?^'A 

1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skins  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  riagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

l - - * ' ■ 

This  School . 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.07 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.94 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.10 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

95 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.64 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.20 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/NA 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

134/566 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s][ 


. .17- 


Mat  hematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

levQl(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

leyel(s) 


32 


25 


.1.8. 


17. 17.. 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

...level  (s) 

90  91 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


23.02 


Fishing  Cove  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Edna  Dunn,  Principal 
Grades  PK-K 
366  Students 
NA  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  rot  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11% 

4% 

8% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

0 

89% 

© 

93% 

© 

96% 

© 

92% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

[~1  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
|~1  Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ion 
on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Fishing  Cove  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 

school  This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

* So©  Web  1 . 

for  school  goals 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  ^wy 

5 0 WortfWy 

4.0 


Literacy 


3.0 


2.0 


1.0 


'Once,  A 
year' 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
Jabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  efferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

This  School  . 

100.00 

This  District 
98.98 

The  State. 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.69 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

NA 

12.42 

19.71  ■ 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

NA 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/0 

24/210 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/366 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  — - ' 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  ' 


23.03 


Forest  Park  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Dr.  Frank  Gamble,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
281  Students 
19  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

37 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

44 

assessments 

20 

18 

0 

SKILLS 

35 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


58 

75 

26 

16 

22 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


f~l  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achi.eyed  .the  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


f*|  Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

* B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


SKILLS  CONCEPTS 
100 


Sample 

Range 

L__J 

80**** 

Actual  — 

— 

60**** 

Data 
Not  

o. 

40*  * 

Reliable 

■ 

20**** 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


0 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5%1% 

fT\ 

1% 

'4 

>% 

Bi  Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

w 

94% 

□ White  Hsiack  □ Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
IS]  Native  American 

99% 

□ Non-Recipients 
Bi  ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

80% 

[3  Non-Recipients 
Bi  Resource 
Q]  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


PI  Did  not  finish  high  school 
B|  Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
[TT|  I don't  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Forest  Park  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School/Community-design  and  creation  of  a 234  piece  ceramic  mural  by  all  students:  forest  park  a great  place  to  learn. 

Development  of  4 school  improvement  plans  with  resulting  program  and  instructional  change  plans  developed  by  staff  with  data  and  input 
from  parents,  students  and  community. 

Behavior  Management-development  of  a behavior  management  system  to  encourage  appropriate  behavior  through  positive  reinforcement 
while  provideng  consistent  consequences  for  misbehavior. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5 0 Monthly 

4.0  §5^erly 
Several 

3.0 


2.0 


1 A 'Year 

bnce^A 

year* 


1 .0  Never  

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  hefc 

(maniputalives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

ThisSchool 

This.Di  strict 

The_  State l 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.95 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

72.00 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.77 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

81.09 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.59 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.62 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/19 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/281 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfs) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levelfs) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


23.04 

462 


Hamilton  Elementary  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Dr.  Doug  Pierson,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
422  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


36 


CONCEPTS 


36 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


69 


25 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


11 

68 



18 

U 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Ac.hi.QYed .th.Q .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


25 


0 Exemplary 

i~l  PrQficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Consi'de'rabTy 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  , , 

Range  — I I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfiunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

14% 

(y v 

1% 

1% 

W 

86% 

97% 

99% 

83% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  BBIack  CHHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

E3  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

EH  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


9% 

f 6% 


74% 

EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[Xl  I donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
+ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


II 


[N<Al**0+l  lO 


jf  5 

O 


" < 

.1 


5 |.S 

1 u J 


[nmI 


I! 


+★0*1  lol 


ill 

>5o 


Ha 


i |\S 
'.u  J 

LLJ  jP  UJ 

!3  ^ -s 


UJ  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hamilton  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


FEINSTEIN  GOOD  DEEDS  PROGRAM:  Hamilton  Elementary  was  the  recipient  of  a $1000  award  from  the  Feinstein  Foundation  for  the 
excellence  of  the  Feinstein  Program  at  the  school, 

"NATIONAL  SPORTSMANSHIP  DAY:  A very  positive  and  successful  "Olympic  Style"1  sportsmanship  day  was  held.  Many  of  the  classes 
participated  in  this  program," 

HONOR  ROLL  SCHOOL:  Hamilton  Elementary  was  designated  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education  as  an  Honor  Roll  School  1997- 
1998, 


Response 
Choices  PI 

7.0  £#> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JWeekty 


4.0  Quarterly 
Several 
'5U  A -Year 


2.0 


Once,  A 
Year 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Jh  is.  School  

This  District 

.........  The  State  

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.62 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.83 

95.09 

92.74 

Selected  school 

Apo 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.14 

89.52 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.86 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.17 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/20 

24/210 

472/10028 

. 10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/422 

605/4518 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

1 ; 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s)t 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


23.05 


North  Kingstown  Senior  High  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Gerald  K.  Foley,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1344  Students 
88  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


25 

8 

23 

_5_ 

16 

9 

14 

12 

28 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0.  Achieved  Ah9.$tandard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

47 

28 

45 

50 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

16 

12 

27 

22 

9 

SKILLS 


CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably-  - - 
Below  Proficient 


17 


43 


38 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  524  489 


Verbal  average  536  494 


%of  seniors 

taking  tests  74  64 


% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  go  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  I 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

8% 

(T) 

2%  1% 
(T) 

1% 

rr\ 

2% 

12% 

92% 

\U 

97% 

99% 

86% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I~1  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
Fill  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


“L 

j N/A 1 

★★★★IT# 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Nalive  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Kingstown  Senior  High 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


New  North  Kingston  High  School-By  a 4 to  1 majority  vote,  North  Kingstown  taxpayers  have  approved  a bond  referendum  vote  fora 
new  North  Kingston  High  School.  Projected  completion  date;  January,  2001. 

Academic  and  extracurricular  successes-students  received  numerous  academic  awards  covering  all  curriculum  areas.  The  number 
of  students  in  our  community  service  program  increased.  NKHS  athletic  program  was  voted  #1  in  the  state  of  Rl. 

School  Improvement  Team-Our  school  Improvement  Team  met  twice  monthly  throughout  the  school  year  and  was  instrumental  in 
having  our  faculty  adopt  a new  extended  lab  schedule  for  next  year. 


This  School 

. This  District 

The  State„.„  . j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

97.83 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.01 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.79 

95.09 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

100 

100 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.19 

89.52 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

9.64 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.95 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

17/88 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

343/1344 

605/4518 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

9.08 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

90.92 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (sj 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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466 


Quidnessett  Elementary  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
John  A.  Crouch,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
241  Students 
12  Teachers 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


17 


60 


CONCEPTS 


17 


35 


46 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


73 


67 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

O Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


15 


H Exemplary 

Prgficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  a 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60- 

40 

20- 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

r*) 

1o/o2% 

OO/  1% 

fT) 

1% 

rn 

•XT) 

83% 

93% 

99% 

^ ^ 78% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

D Not  Eligible 

n White  BiBlack  nHispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

l~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

n Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


59% 


r¥) 

v \y 22% 


C]  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | G r actuated  from  college 
fi-Tj  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20 
o M3 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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• s 6 
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Poverty 
Non- poverty 
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White 
Other 
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Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Quldnessett  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


'■"A  BETTER  YOU,  A BETTER  ME'":  School  wide  enrichment  theme  that  included  cultural  arts,  self-esteem  and  respect  for  others  as  the 
focus.  A whole  school  play  was  the  culminating  activity." 

"FEINSTEIN  SCHOOL:  Quidnessett  School  was  selected  to  receive  $1,000  award  based  on  its  year  long  ""Good  Deed'"  achievements." 
BUSINESS  EDUCATION  PARTNERSHIP:  Volunteers  from  Toray  Plastics  provide  the  Junior  Achievement  Program  to  Quidnessett  students. 


Choices  JT 
7.o  pis 


Literacy 


Selected 
SALT 
survey 
findings 

(T eacher  responses)  Once, A 

20  Year" 

1.0  Key* 


6.0  fjtewy 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 RKr 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  t 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.89 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.90 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.73 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.06 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.72 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/241 

605/4518 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


standard  or 
above 


lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


JevelCsj. Jeye[ (si. 


80- 


60 


40 


20- 


.77.. 


j ! 


21 

JZi 


II 


_ 33 

II 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Stony  Lane  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Ellen  D'Agnenica,  Principal 
Grades  01*05 
356  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


18 


29 


23 


CONCEPTS 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


78 


58 


37 


43 


38 


12 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


33 


60 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .thQ.3tapd?nd. 

D Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


30 


CD  Exemplary 

. -D  Peptic ient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

L_J 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizeeflunen  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

10% 

1% 

1%  1% 

1% 

1% 

1 AOZ. 

2% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

0 

^ 90% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

© 

97% 

CD  White  HBIack  l~~|  Hispanic 

0 

99% 

CD  Non-Recipients 

© 

85% 

CD  Non-Recipients 

16% 

0“ 

75% 

CD  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

CD  Some  education  after  high  school 

CD  Native  American 

E)  Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

CD  Graduated  from  college 
0 1 dont  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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40 

20 

|~n7a  1 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 
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Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Stony  Lane  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Odyssey  of  the  Mind-Six  teams  from  the  school  competed  at  the  state  level  during  our  first  year  of  participation.  One  team  competed  at  the 
international  level. 

"Good  Deeds  Program-Stony  Lane  was  honored  by  Feinstein  Foundation  for  its  '"Good  Deeds'”  Program  for  the  second  time." 

Parent  Involvement-Parent  groups  have  formed  to  support  student  enrichment,  tutoring,  an  outdoor  classroom,  computer  instruction  and  an 
after  school  activity  program. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  g$y> 

6.0  jveewy 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

4 0 Quarterly 

survey 

Several 

findings 

3 0 9% 

(T eacher  responses)  g q £nce,A 

1 0 Nover 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  hew  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.27 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.12 

95.09 

92.74 

20 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

92.18 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.16 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.57 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

24/210 

472/10028 

0/356 

605/4518 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

. ....  , 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  TNs  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

...... .I.eypl(§).._ 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


23 

- - -15 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above  achievement  above 

JeyelCsi ....  JeyeKsl 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


..JeyeKsl... 


15- 14-  — 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


470 
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Wickford  Elementary  School 


North  Kingstown  District 
Ann  Ruzanski,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
249  Students 
12  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


27 


22 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


70 


20 


16 


20 


17 


46 


35 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

' B Considerably  ' " ‘ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

I | 

80 

60 

Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


r"i 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

Mother's  education  of  the 

subs  idi  zeal  unch  programs 

ethnic  backgrounds 

education  services 

students  who  took  the 
assessment 

8% 

X- — V 

12%  1% 

17% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

© 

92% 

^ ^ 99% 

O 

100% 

© 

87% 

^ 

58%  V \ J 250/0 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ whiteBBIackQHispanic 

O Non-Recipients 

0 Non-Recipients 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

O Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

B Resource 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

0 Graduated  from  college 

0 1 don't  know 

Wickford  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


State  Honor  Roll  School-Wickford  Elementary  was  a state  honor  school  for  1997-1998.  Our  students  achieved  above  the  state  standards  in 
all  four  areas  of  assessment. 

'Town  Take-Over  Business  Education  Program-Wickford  students  participated  in  a "living  civics"'  program.  Students  teamed  up  with  Town 
Hall  personnel  and  learned  about  theirtown.  In  June,  student  representatives  took  overthe  town  forthe  morning." 

Parent  Involvement-92  parents  volunteered  900  hours  at  Wickford  Elementary  during  the  1997-1998  school  year.  Activities  included 
computer  groups,  writing,  reading,  center  activity  and  our  enrichment  program. 


Choices  _R 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0  D§S» 


5 0 Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 

Several 
o n Times 
A-Year 

„ n Once^A 
2 0 Year 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mat  hem  at  cal 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


[ 

This  School 

This.  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

88.17 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.03 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

95.29 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

5.49 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.86 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/249 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
Jey§l(sjL.. 

87  88 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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23.09 


Wickford  Middle  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


North  Kingstown  District 
Roy  M.  Seitsinger,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
482  Students 
29  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


— 

11 

=3= 

=*= 

i 

=2= 

Z3= 

-4- 

32 

32 

— 

25 

14 

67 

44 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . Achieve  .the.standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

39 

20 

— 

84 

80 

19 

24 

38 

— 

36 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

20 

D 

27 

17 

13 

15 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

! 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


20 


O Exemplary 

. CU . P rpf  i.Q  i.Qnt 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — I 
Range 


Actual 


Data  fr% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


(5 


89% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1%  2% 


96% 


□White I BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


© 


83% 


Q Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


15% 


70% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| G radualed  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

1 I Graduated  from  coOege 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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o:r 


ill 

i 5 6 


S P m 

3^3 


1 m O 

i 


Tn/a  1 


II 


★★★0  U I ~lQ 


1“^ 


is  j 

i S 6 


.6  5- .5 


' m o 

3 


1 N/A  | 


>*  >. 

II 


'n 


£ E 
5 6 


to 


.5 

l j 

m P m 


1 uj  o 


II 


[^★★★o 


ill  IP 
s“|iSo 

.1 


ill 

5 -3 

S > 2 


’ uj  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Wlckford  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web  . 

for  schooJ  goals 


TOLERANCE  AND  DIVERSITY:  Teaching  steps  to  tolerance  sponsored  by  the  Simon  Wiesanthal  Center  in  Los  Angeles. 
HONOR  SCHOOL:  One  of  1 16  schools  identified  by  the  state  as  a higher  performing  school. 

STATE  CHAMPS:  Girls  Cross  Country  State  Champions. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jjveewy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  josSterly 
Spveral 

3 -0 

0 n bnce,A 
2 0 Year 

1 .0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eac  hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  differ  wit 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

r 

_ This. School  

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

92.31 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

84.65 

77.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.07 

95.09 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

96 

95 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.27 

89.52 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.98 

12.42 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

92.99 

96.20 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/29 

24/210 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

119/482 

605/4518 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

9.08 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

90.92 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

Jevel(sl 

I 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRET  AT  I ON) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80 


60- 


40 


20 


29 


XI 


•33’ 


39 


-15 14- 


52 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


.17. 17... 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

I eve  I (s) 

87  88 


13  12 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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North  Providence  District 


Marie  L.  Hanley,  Superintendent 
3493  Students 
219  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


9 

SKILLS 


13 


67 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


36 


25 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard .. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


D Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
d Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


29 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


-=53 


16 


d Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . D.  Achieved,  the.  standard 

d Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

d Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 
fTJ  Prof  i c i e n t 
d Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

12 

80 

60 

53 

40 

20 

17 

19 

o 

• 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


18 


CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


53 


13 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


d Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

d Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ ■ d Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


SAT 


_5^ 

This  District  State 
Math  average  476  489 

40 

□ Exemplary 
d Proficient 

Verbal  average  486  494 

d Below  Proficient 

H Considerably- --- 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests  42  64 

44 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs  90  87 

D 



Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecftunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4%  2% 
3%  ___ 

3% 

12% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 

6 

0 

20% 

Xr) 

(T\ 

0 

4% 

this  district 

— 80% 

80%^  ^ 

91% 

97% 

84% 

□ Public 

I Home  Instructed 
O Non-Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteH  Black  nHispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
(23  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
(53  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

7 

4 

1 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

7 

5 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

7 

2 

2 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

7 

2 

2 

3 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

i 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  1 

Selected  SALT 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

42 

47 

46 

r 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  | 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

97 

97 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

78 

92 

67 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

13 

22 

33 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


r- 

District  Average 

State  Average 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.73 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

90.60 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

3.72 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.70 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

4/219 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

18.21 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

81.79 

82.05 

24.00 


North  Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  I 

±*non*l 

T- 

Poverty 
♦ Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


n 

p- 1 

1*  ■ 

1 N/A  1 

**Tlo  » 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffis  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

bpeoal  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


A 

|wa| 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  1 

±k±kn* 

~r 

ii*n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1, 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


24.00 

O 
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North  Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

39556 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16569 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  <$) 

343701 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

81 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

124 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

28 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


I I Local  CD  State  H Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

I separate  cover. 


24.00 


Birchwood  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


12 

15 

12 

8 

=*= 

29 

20 

21 

61  ; 

38 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achjey.sd.the.  Standard. . . 

80 

34 

28; 

40 

88 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

_J 

39 

□ Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

22 

34 

26 

33 



— 

Achievement 

K1 

15 

9 

18 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

.READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

North  Providence  District 
Kenneth  Ferrara,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
278  Students 
17  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


19 


58 


D Exemplary 

. . [~~l  Proficient 

f~~l  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — r 
Range 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  — r 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.n. 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A| 
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ill 
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a £ "g 

lit 

> £ CD 
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| N/A  | 

IHrtHnu 

1" 

♦on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Blrchwood  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  TECHNOLOGY:  Acquisition  of  technology  from  the  $8500  Legislative  Technology  Grant  Initiative, 
school 

Library:  New  tile,  carpeting,  computers  and  computer  tables  in  the  library. 

See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

This  School 

80.95 

- - 

This  District 

48.62 

.The. State ! 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.11 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

98.55 

94.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  <%) 

100.00 

90.60 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.79 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

100.00 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/17 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

37/278 

653/3493 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 

| 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80 


60 

46 

41  

40  - - - 1 


20  - 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


. Jevel  (s). 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


i 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

— 

1 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfs).. 

i 


i- 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


90  91 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


i 

I 


[ 

i 

i 


10  9 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


24.01 


Centredale  School 


North  Providence  District 
Charles  Shadoian,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
270  Students 
15  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

1~1  Proficient 

1~1  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  A 

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

Iqq  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 



40  


20 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


l 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

2%  2% 

5% 

29% 

1 6%  ^T\ 

Characteristics 
of  students 

4 

39%  f ^ 33% 

attending 
this  school 

71%^ ^ 

\U 

96% 

7 100% 

— ^ 79% 

vy 

28% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

CD  White  HBIack  CD  Hispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

CD  Non-Recipients 

CD  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| G raduated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

CD  Some  education  after  high  school 

CD  Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

CD  Self-Contained 

CD  Graduated  from  college 
ED  1 cbnt  know 

Cent  red  ale  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goats 


Feinstein  Award-2nd  year  for  receiving  this  award  which  promotes  good  deeds  and  leaders  for  the  future. 

Mathathon  For  St.  Jude's  Hospital-children  collected  money  fordoing  math  problems  to  benefit  St.  Jude's  Hospital. 
Pennies  For  Pasta-$1 ,500  collected  to  benefit  Rl  Children's  Leukemia  Society. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0  y 

5.0  Motithfy 

4 0 Qwerty 
Several 

3.0 
2-0 

1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
readng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


j 

This,  School 

_ ..  Thi.s  Pj strict 

. The. State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.00 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.26 

73.10 

76.54 

95.49 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

57.24 

90.60 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.18 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.67 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

4/219 

472/10028 

0/270 

653/3493 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  Information 

i 1 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

.,  _ . 

- - ■■ 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sl  


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

JevelCsl level  (si  . . . 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


0 


24.02 


Centredale  School 


North  Providence  District 
Charles  Shadoian,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
270  Students 
15  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


29 

14 

19 

10 

ZEZ 

10 

19 

10 

76 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.Aqhi9y.Qd.th9.  Standard. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

33 

33 

57 

71 

90 

67 

G Below  the  Standard 

[ 

| Little  Evidence  of 

33 

33 

B 

24 

14 

nr 

24 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

concepts! 

[READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 
Range 

100- 

or  exceeded 

L J 

80- 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

60- 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

40- 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20- 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


DRMMG 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subs  idi  zeal  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

(Tf 

2%  2% 

f TA 

5% 

39%  f 

7i%  y 

W 

r 

) 

— 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

96% 

OwhiteB  BlackG  Hispanic 
G Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

100% 

G Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  G Bilingual 
G Other  Programs 



G Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
G Self-Contained 

28% 

G Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
G Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
G 1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n7a[ 

ooool  lo 

1 A 

★ofl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

S 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Cent  redale  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Feinstein  Award-2nd  year  for  receiving  this  award  which  promotes  good  deeds  and  leaders  for  the  future. 

Mathathon  For  St.  Jude's  Hospital-children  collected  money  fordoing  math  problems  to  benefit  St.  Jude's  Hospital. 
Pennies  For  Pasta-$1 ,500  collected  to  benefit  Rl  Children's  Leukemia  Society. 


Literacy 


7.0  J$iy> 

6.0  ^eekiy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


5.0 


Morfthly 


Several 

3 0 Oft 

0 n fc>hce,A 
20  Year 

1 o NevSr 

U U-" 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JZL 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 

r- ' 

. ... This  School 

This  District. 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.00 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.26 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.49 

94.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

57.24 

90.60 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.18 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.67 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/270 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*Seo  Web 
for  more  Information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 

80- 


’33 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  (s) 

levelfe) 

level(s) 

....  . QC.  ...  ...  . . ..OC  ...  . 

level  (s) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


0 


24.02 


Dr.  Edward  A.  Ricci  School 


North  Providence  District 
Lorraine  Moscella,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
464  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


59 


29 


SKILLS] 


CONCEPTS 


75 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


39 


18 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


PI  Exemplary 

1~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  -J- 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


.jwpwa. 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

30% 

73 

2% 

h, 

8% 

14% 

70%^ ^ 

J 

88% 

92% 

86% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

I"!  Not  Eligible 

CH  White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
n Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

C]  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
|~1  Self-Contained 

Motheris  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


3% 


54% 


20% 

N.  23% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
IT-T]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

ss 
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[Ml***ol  lo 
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| N/A  | 
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ill 

? 5 5 


m 


.5  5\S 


LU  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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486 


Dr.  Edward  A.  Ricci  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Internet  Teacher  Training-Professional  development  given  by  building  level  teachers  for  the  staff  regarding  Internet  training. 

Informational  Health  Fair  K-6  students-To  address  family/student  health  issues  through  an  infomnational  Health  Fair  which  utilized  an 
interdisciplinary  approach. 

Teacher  Training  in  Performance  Based  Assessments-Upgraded  grade  4 math  textbooks,  teacher  training  in  math  and  TLC  computers 
training. 


Response 
Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jWeekiy 
5 0 Monthly 


Quarterly 


4.0 

Several 

3 0 R& 


2.0 


Once,A 

year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1 -U  .**>'“* — 

^ Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manpiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

f ''  ' ’ 

This  School 

This  District 

Th  e State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

45.95 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

38.89 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.58 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.00 

90.60 

84.76 

See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

130.00 

3.72 

. 19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.33 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

94/464 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  <%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

„ 

Financial  Information 


I 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

leyel(s) levelfei  level(sl  level(si 


80 


63 


66 


11 


' 13  ' 


i 4 


65 


68 


11 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


24.03 


Dr.  Edward  A.  Ricci  School 


North  Providence  District 
Lorraine  Moschella,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
464  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

8 

T 

80 

25 

26 

Percentage  of 

students  at  60 

each  performance 

26 

29 

level  on  the 

40 



middle  school 

assessments 

31 

20 

39 

n 

m 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


CONCEPTS 


12 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


52 


39 


35 


44 


20 


79 


20 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□.AQhievQdAhe.St9Jld9.rxt . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

”’□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING : BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


38 


□ Exemplary 

. . □.Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably. 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  q) 


Sample — [~ 
Range 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  4J- 

Reliable  ; 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

30% 

6%  2% 

8% 

( X\ 

14% 

3< 

Vo 

20% 

attending 
this  school 

o 

70% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

88% 

□White | BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

w 

92% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

(CJ 

86% 

□ Non-Recipients 

iResource 

□Self-Contained 

54%  \ \ J 

\^\^/  23% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 dont  know 

OA  M 


Dr.  Edward  A.  Ricci  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Internet  Teacher  Training-professional  development  given  by  building  level  teachers  for  the  staff  regarding  Internet  training. 

Informational  Health  FairK-6  students-To  address  family/student  health  issues  through  an  informational  Health  Fair  which  utilized  an 
interdisciplinary  approach. 

Teacher  Training  in  Performance  Based  Assessments -Upgraded  grade  4 math  textbooks,  teacher  training  in  math  and  TLC  computers 
training. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

{Teacher  responses) 


7.0  DSPS'5- 

6.0  {Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0 

„ n bnce,A 
20  Year 

1.0  Neyer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
cxi  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 

This  District. 

The.  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

45.95 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

77.78 

73.10 

’ 76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.58 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.00 

90.60 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

130.00 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.33 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

4/219 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

94/464 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 

level(sj 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


24.03 

489 


Dr.  Joseph  A.  Whelan  Elementary  School 


North  Providence  District 
Paul  Morry,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
299  Students 
13  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


11 

40 

36 

36 

— 

53 

20 

mm 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


58 


40 


24 


67 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement — 


d Exemplary 

..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably  ' 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (Grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 
Range  “ 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 


40  — 


20 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Ci 


P‘ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

14% 

(>) 

5%  -to/ 
1%  1/0 

1% 

86%'v ^ 

100% 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteHBIack  □Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


9% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
I Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Dr.  Joseph  A.  Whelan  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*S©e  Web 
fa  school  goals 


Champlin  Grant:  Whelan  School  was  awarded  a $1 0,500  grant  to  improve  our  technology  program. 

Hall  of  Fame:  Michael  Coletti,  our  physical  education  teacher,  was  inducted  into  the  North  Providence  Sports  Hall  of  Fame. 

Feinstein  Program:  Whelan  School  got  involved  with  this  "Good  Deeds  Program"  for  the  first  time.  The  children  and  staff  collected  over 
$500.00  in  pennies  for  charity. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  infamatton 


| This  School  , 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%)  75.00 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%)  80.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%)  96.1 1 

4.  Average  Class  S iz e (El ementary)  20 

5.  S pan  of  Respons  i bi  I ity  (Mlddl e & High)  N A 

6.  Stability ;(%) 92.28 

7.  Mobility  (%)  8.04 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  96.07 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers*  0/1 3 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students*  0/299 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%)  NA 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%)  NA 


. .Th  i s District 
48.62 
73.10 
94.73 
21 

NA 

90.60 

3.72 

97.70 

4/219 

653/3493 

18.21 

81.79 


The  State 
85.98 
76.54 
92.74 
21 
NA 
84.76 
19.71 
96.31 

472/1 0028 
3 548 1/1 53342 
17.95 
82.00 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 


% of  students  % of  students 


performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 
lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above  achievement  above 

level  {§)  level  (si 


% of  students  % of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s)t 


% of  students 


performing  at  performing  at 
standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


24.04 


Greystone  School 


North  Providence  District 
John  Giamassi,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
334  Students 
1 8 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


CONCEPTS 


78 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


62 


10 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .th.Q .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard  " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


G Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably  " 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — m^m 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 

— ^^19% 

( 

2%1%2% 

(V) 

o 

13%  1% 

580/0 1 A 

attending 
this  school 

W 

81% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

W 

95% 

OwhiteBBIack0Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

100% 

G Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

w 

85% 

G Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

V^5% 

G Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
im  1 don’t  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[N/A| 

★0*0  ♦ 0 

♦♦ 

★Of 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

5 |.S 

2 "F  uj 

3 ^ 1 
us 

o 

* 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


P^+o*o 


* 


•1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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492 


Greystone  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Participated  in  grades  K-6  Feinstein  program  and  grades  7-8  World  Hunger  program. 

Supported  intergene  rational  activities  with  the  North  Providence  Senior  Citizens  Center. 

Participated  in  reading  week  activities  with  various  local  and  state  notables  and  dignitaries.  Full  week  of  reading  supportive  activities  for 
grades  K-6. 


r 

! * _ .....  ...  

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ] 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

56.25 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.50 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

98.73 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

/ 21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.82 

90.60 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.33 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.02 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

14/334 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20- 


-56- 


60 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(s) 


10 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s]t 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

levels). 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  CsX 


NA 


JH 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


493 


24.05 


Greystone  School 


North  Providence  District 
John  Giamassi,  Principal 
Grades  K-08 
334  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


_5_ 

10 

=Z= 

10 

10 

11 

27 

12 

37 

— 

61 

51 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D.AQhjey.QQi.the.  Standard. . . 

53 

0 Exemplary 
□ Profigignt 

17 

44 

46 

78 

71 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

□ Below  Proficient 

— 

— 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

34 

29 

B Little  Evidence  of 

34 

D 

24 

32 

15 

12 

20 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

37 

SKILLS 

n 

r 

IwRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample  — 
Range 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual 


60 


Data  O 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  a ) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


□ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

( ^1 

2%  1 % 2% 
(T\ 

r\ 

1% 

81% 

kJ 

95% 

100% 

vJ 

85% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

Q Not  Eligible 

DwhiteHBIackD  Hispanic 
[H  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

r~l  Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
B I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 

♦ 

o 


fewer  than 
10  students 

no  students 
were  proficient 

no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


i N/A| 

o**ono 

-r 

★on 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
hfe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


In/ a | 


>»  >» 

IS 


o**ol  10 


£ £ 
i5o 


±Q\ 


IB  ? S 
■a 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Greystone  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Participated  in  grades  K-6  Feinstein  program  and  grades  7*6  World  Hunger  program. 

Supported  intergenerational  activities  with  the  North  Providence  Senior  Citizens  Center. 

Participated  in  reading  week  activities  with  various  local  and  state  notables  and  dignitaries.  Full  week  of  reading  supportive  activities 
for  grades  K-6. 


Response 
Choices  \ i 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  D&)> 

6.0 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  IBSr 
2 0 


1.0 


Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise 
writing  skills  their  reports 

instruction  and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
56.25 

— 

_ This  District. 

48.62 

The  State  . „ _ . 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.50 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

98.73 

94.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.82 

90.60 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.33 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.02 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

14/334 

653/3493 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
level  (sjt 

above 

achievement 
level  (sj 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

j 

* r 

88  89 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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James  L.  McGuire  School 


North  Providence  District 
Donna  Ottaviano,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
306  Students 
15  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


13 


28 


SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS 


50 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


15 


52 


30 


27 


27 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING;  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi.QYed  .th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘□Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  PtQticient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

l i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rato  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

rK 

4%1%2% 

( 

D 

6% 

•41 

r) 

81% 

93% 

100% 

81% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BBlack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

E3  Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I~1  Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
W io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


[iwlfr+ool  In 


i i'll 


CL  J_  . 

S“ 


ill 

i S o 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


J±±a 


|N/A| 


»>  ». 

ss 

6 S 


#★00 


jiflfi 

nr° 


Ooli 


±a 


6 S' .6 


[waI 


>.  >. 
f S 

6 Q 


w tS  o 

i 


±oool  lo 


*1 


SI  I 
3 S 


±11 


.6  S'.S 


| N/A  | 
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>.  >. 

II 


±00Q|  lo 


lI |1|! 

i io  §■  S 3 o 


±a 


.6  S\6 


w £ o 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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James  L.  McGuire  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  MATH  ASSESSMENT  TRAINED-Trained  all  grade  K-6  teachers  in  "Puddle  Questions"  with  J.  Keeley. 

sc^°°*  PDD  WORKSHOPS:  Dr.  Larry  Hirshberg  trained  faculty  and  staff  on  Pervasive  Developmental  Disorder. 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals  GRANT  WRITING-Th rough  a legislative  grant  we  purchased  listening  centers  for  all  rooms,  etc. 


Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


gjSkly 


MgprWy 


Neyer- 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

38.46 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

55.56 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.18 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.78 

90.60 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.35 

3.72 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.52 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/306 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 

1 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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24.06 


Marieville  Elementary  School 


North  Providence  District 
Deborah  Capuano,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
319  Students 
17  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


20 


SKILLS 


37 


18 


CONCEPTS 


29 


20 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


56 


32 


50 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard . 

I~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

[H  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


32 


n Exemplary 

.G  Proficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

Range 

100-- 

1 ..) 

80  — - 
cn L 

Actual  — 

““ 

DU 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20  * * 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

|~1  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


84% 


D Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
n Self-Contained 


3%  3% 


91% 

□ White  HBIack  GHispanic 
G Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


100% 

Q Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  G Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


14% 


G Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
G Some  education  after  high  school 
| 1 G r actuated  from  college 
G I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 


100 


(SKILLS) 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


m O 
■8 

1 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


"0“ 

ERIC 


Marieville  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Academic  Improvement  focus-  Mathematics  data  shows  improvement  in  student  performance. 
Feinstein  Good  Deeds  Program-Community  service  program  has  schoolwide  participation. 
Travel -Pas sport  {geography  based)  program  implemented  schoolwide. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  ^y> 

6.0  jwpady 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  guarterty 

Several 

findings 

3-OiCTir 

(Teacher  responses)  ft  nee,  A 

20  C^ear 

1.0 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
fmanlpcdalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  Afferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


j. 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  I 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

56.00 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

88.49 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.65 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  {%) 

86.34 

90.60 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

23.84 

27.06 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/17 

4/219 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

11/319 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

0.94 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

99.06 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

level  ($) 

level  (sJt 

r- 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev§l(sl 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


51 

46  


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jeve|(sl 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


24.07 


North  Providence  High  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


12 

=3= 

11 

_5_ 

6 

17 

14 

18 

— 

rl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

53  i 

. □Achieved.the.  S.tan  d a rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

35 

41 

53 

- O Below  the  Standard  - - - 

17 

38 

13 

D 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

19 

31 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS! 

PROBLEM  SOLVlNGl 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


North  Providence  District 
Dr.  Maureen  Macera,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
887  Students 
88  Teachers 

SAT 


_5_ 

This  School  State 
Math  average  476  489 

40 

□ Exemplary 
FI  Proficient 

Verbal  average  486  494 

□ Below  Proficient 

•■Considerably--  -- 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests  42  64 

44 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  go  87 

programs 

D 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  —4m 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40 
20 
0 ■ 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(T) 

2% 

5%  • 

viz 

91% 

90% 

98% 

86% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
EH  Not  Eligible 

d White  1 Black  Q Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
D Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


14% 


43% 


17% 


20% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  coOege 

ED  I donl  know 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


>.  >. 
s s 
s i 

0.  B. 


I 1 

5 6 


s i 


★ 0 


8 


|~n7a  | 

r- 

★ 0/ — l 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Nalive  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

pj/A] 


>.  >. 

r 


±±±± 


■ JC  CJ 

1L  jj  1 


I 2 

5 6 


s § 


~i0 


||| 

LU  P 2 

a ^ i 

if! 

■8 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Providence  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Accreditation-NEASC  reviewed  our  accreditation.  A Special  Progess  Report  is  due  in  August. 
Arts  (in  progress). 

We  sponsored  "Arts". 


Response 
Choices  JT 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  tenthly 

4.0  guarterty 
Sever  a) 

3 0 Pir 
20^A 


l.o  Never 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematica)  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

! 

I 

i 

t -= — 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

10.26 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

62.80 

73.10 

76.54 

89.16 

94.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

95 

96.18 

90.60 

84.76 

*See  Web 

mnrb  rnfnrmirt  inn 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

3.82 

3.72 

19.71 

i m mmtt  uuumiicuiuii 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.12 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

4/88 

4/219 

472/10028 

493/887 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

18.21 

18.21 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

81.79 

81.79 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


leyelM 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


67 

64 

2°  -1J5 

■ ■ 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


19 


2001 

Target 


50 


45 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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24.08 


Stephen  Olney  School 


North  Providence  District 
Arthur  Corsini,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
336  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

3= 

80 

Percentage  of 

40 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

-• 

15 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


10 


60 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4). 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


33 


43 


37 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .ED  Achieved  thq .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"ED  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


ED  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

ED  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  mmJL 

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
:edlunch 


subsidize 


programs 


33% 


67% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

ED  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


83% 


ED  White  HBIack  ED  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


10% 


CD 


90% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  ED  Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


n%  2% 

CD 


87% 


ED  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
ED  Self-Contained 


Mother’s  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


f ] 22% 

56%l 

^ ^15% 


ED  Did  ^ finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
ED  Graduated  from  college 
ED  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


>• 

l 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


u 


V*. 


\it 

>5  6 


kM 


.5  $5 


’ |S  o 


[n/a| 

"if 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

>N  >, 

II 


W 1 wo 


o 


; i 


5 55 


*1“ 
r-  W 


Qj  O 


>»  >» 

II 

l| 


m*±±oi  i* 
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£ 2 
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1 1£ 

|i 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Stephen  Olney  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  sc  hod  goals 


Feinstein  Award  Winning  School-Stephen  Oiney  School  selected  as  a Feinstein  School  for  its  "Good  Deeds"  program. 

Reading  Links  Program -students  in  grades  K-6  read  over  2700  books  as  part  of  the  school's  improvement  goals  in  reading. 
Teacher  Resource  Room  and  Art / Music  Room-Development  of  a Teacher  Resource  Room  and  an  Art/Music  Room  for  the  children. 


Response 
Choices  ^ 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  0ajiSr> 

6.0  .Weekly 


4.0  Quarterly 


30  ISA 


2.0 


Once„A 

year" 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skflls  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

i ..  _ 

This  School, 

This  District 

The  State i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.45 

48.62 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.70 

73.10 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

98.41 

94.73 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.51 

90.60 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.94 

27.06 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.84 

97.70 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

4/219 

472/1 0028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/336 

653/3493 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

0.94 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

99.06 

82.00 



..  .... 

..  . 

- . 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

ieve.l(s)  Jeyel  (si... 

.............. ........ ■ [ 

I ! 87 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


i | 


1 43 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

...Jeyel(si... 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l(sl 


39 


33 

-16 is---- 

| 

■ ■ 

i 

j i 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


24  22 

XL 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


504 


North  Smithfield  District 


M.  Richard  Scherza,  Superintendent 
1703  Students 
112  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Ri  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


-- 

14 

6 

12 

) ■■ 

28 

17 

24 

\ - - 

55 

23 

60 

53 

56 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard .. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' Q Below  the  Standard 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

i - - 

48 

68 

67 

i . . 

49 

31 

26 

30 

27 

ta= 

22 



H 



13 

7 

8 

18 

13 

8 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

a 

■'iwt.ppt.c; 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

PRnm  pm  1 

SOLVING 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

RI  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


19 


H Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


17 

7 

17 

JL 

8 

7 

— 

20 

— 

46 

22 

20 

66 

37 

fi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . _ D.  Achieved  the  St^n^rd 
□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

78 

80 

32 

30 

49 

— 

46 

FT  Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

31 

Achievement 

21 

LB 

131 

11 

13 

13 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLsI 

^WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

RI  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


48 


PI  Exemplary 
J]^|  P.rof i c i ©nt 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


30 


13 

H 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


RI  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


30 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors  . 

.O  Achi.QY.ed  the  .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-f~l  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


RI  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PI  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

521 

489 

Verbal  average 

512 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

62 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

94 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Smithfleld  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

(T\ 

12% 

rt\ 

i%  i%  i% 

(T') 

11% 

4% 

W 

92% 

w 

88% 

98% 

100% 

85% 

□ Public 

H Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

o 

0 Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 
f~l  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
(23  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
HESL  □ Bilingual 
123  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
ED  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard; 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

i 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

r ' “ 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  1 

Selected  SALT 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

17 

75 

71 

| ' ~ 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  I 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

94 

94 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

%of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'’ 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

62 

58 

58 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

10 

32 

32 

| 

District  Average 

State  Average  } 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.24 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

94.42 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*e™,  u/ah 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

9.79 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.91 

96.31 

Ow  neu 

for  more  Information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

1/112 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

152/1703 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.02 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.98 

82.05 
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25.00 


North  Smithfleld  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A 1 

T 

♦of] 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.L 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

M 

5i 

LL 

Special  Education 
kited  English  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

1 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


258° 

ERIC 
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North  Smlthfield  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

47420 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16298 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

399083 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

135 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

68 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

20 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


ED  State  ED  District 


1% 


□ Local  □ State  U Federal 


i More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 

j 

Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

j separate  cover. 
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Dr.  Harry  L.  Hal  I i well  Memorial  School 


North  Smithfield  District 
Margaret  LeMav,  Principal 
Grades  04-06 
385  Students 
20  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


loop 


80 


60 


40 


20 


SKILLS 


28 


22 


CONCEPTS 


17 


23 


49 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


68 


13 


60 


18 


30 


13 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .th.Q  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


There  are  no 
grade  3 students 
in  this  school. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  « , 

Range  — I I 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r " _j 


0 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


14% 

0 


86% 


I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


99% 

HU  White  HBIack  Cl  Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

Cl  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual. 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


5% 


0 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Cl  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


4% 


59% 


rmr 

N.  \/  19% 


Cl  Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
El  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60 
40  - 
20 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A  | 


>.  >. 

r 


★oooi  P 


r 


I £ 4 

! 5 O 


s i 


.6  S' .6 


“Is 


1 £ O 
■8 


|n/a| 

★oopflo 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.  1 . 
Black 
Ffispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>»  >s 

f 1 
6 6 
cl  a 


[NMl^nnn 


is  mil 

■ lio 


s i 
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|n/a] 
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Dr.  Harry  L.  Halllwell  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Student  Achievement-Development  of  action  plans  that  will  improve  student  achievement  in  writing,  reading,  mathematics,  science  and 
technology. 

Professional  Development-Development  of  Professional  Development  Plan  for  our  faculty  members  to  be  implemented  during  the  1998-99 
school  year. 

Assessment-Development  of  performance -based  tasks  and  assessment  in  science. 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

80.65 

91.60 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.12 

61.07 

76.54 

96.27 

95.24 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

23 

22 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

93.99 

94.42 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamalion 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

11.54 

9.79 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.83 

96.91 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

1/112 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total,  # of  Students* 

17/385 

152/1703 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

6.02 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

93.98 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s]t 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing. at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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North  Smithfield  Elementary  School 


North  Smithfield  District 
Juliette  Elias,  Principal 
Grades  PK-3 
540  Students 
24  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


O Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

school  who  met  | — — 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the 

percentage  of  ...  ... 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


I 


25.02 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Smfthfieid  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Designed  and  implemented  a school  web  site  to  provide  information  for  increased  communication  among  students,  teachers,  parents,  local 
and  state  community  members.  Students  and  their  families  can  access  online  information  regarding  cuniculum. 

Assessment-Horizontal  grade  level  teams  of  teachers  collaborated  to  identify  learner  outcomes,  develop  performance  tasks  and  became 
skilled  in  the  area  of  creating  and  using  Performance-based  strategies. 

"Arts  lntegration/EnhancementJ,The  arts111  were  promoted  through  numerous  school-wide  themes  with  activities  which  expanded  students' 
knowledge  of  music,  dance,  prose/poetry,  art  and  artistic  expression." 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

[ 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.67 

91.60 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.54 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.44 

95.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.24 

94.42 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.11 

9.79 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.20 

96.91 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

1/112 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/540 

152/1703 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

6.02 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

93.98 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  f ' " 

targets  for  j 

adequate  ! This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

yearly  ! 

progress  i - 
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North  Smithfield  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


North  Smithfield  District 
Kevin  Sheehan,  Principal 
Grades  7-12 
778  Students 
68  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


17 

7 

17 

_5_ 

8 

7 

— 

20 

— 

— 

20 

66 

37 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

46 

22 

— 

. . . . □ A.Qhiey.Qd.the.S.tandftrd. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

78 

80 

32 

30 

49 

— 

46 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

31 

Achievement 

21 

D 

Z3= 

11 

13 

13 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 



WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

concepts! 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

problem  SOLVINGl 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


=3= 

24 

□ Exemplary 
. □ PnpfiQient 

48 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
1 Below  Proficient 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — f } 

Range  * 1 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  mUm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  ( grade  8) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  ( grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  pro 


programs 


91% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


1%  1% 


98% 

□white I Blackd  Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


89% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


63% 


2% 

(K 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80  - 
60- 
40  - 
20  - 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


II 


p: 


in 

i 5 6 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Smlthfieid  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ROBOTICS/CADD  PROGRAM:  This  new  elective  was  very  successful;  came  in  3rd  place  National  Competition  (Minnesota). 

NEW  COMPUTER  LABS:  2 Labs  with  computers  to  enhance  Business  Education  offerings  and  General  Lab  for  staff  and  students. 
CURRICULUM  DEVELOPMENT  (Working  Wonders):  HorizontalA/ertical  Team  establishing  frameworks  and  standards. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


* 

ThisJSchool 

This  District 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.88 

91.60 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

89.85 

91.54 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.05 

95.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

94 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.09 

94.42 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

10.05 

9.79 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.13 

96.91 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/68 

1/112 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

1 34/778 

152/1703 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.02 

6.02 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.98 

93.98 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s)t 


63 


31 

±1 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

JjpvelCs). 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


..17. 


■13- 


52 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (?) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


87 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lev§l  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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North  Smithfield  Jr  - Sr  High  School 


North  Smithfield  District 
Kevin  Sheehan,  Principal 
Grades  7-12 
778  Students 
68  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 




11 

7 

14  ! 

30 

18 

15 

1 

21 

11 

30 

j~|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D Achieve^  the  Standard 

53 

35 

[~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• HH  Below  the  Standard  - - • 

26 

45 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

13 

24 

33 

_4_ 

A 

SKILLS 

n 

CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably  - -- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

521 

489 

Verbal  average 

512 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

62 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

94 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample . , 

Range  I i 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  — 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

rr\ 

1%1%  1% 
m 

8%  3% 

(T\ 

91% 

98% 

100% 

89% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D WhiteB  Black  QHispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  | | Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
[D  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


13% 


2% 


13% 


18% 


54% 

1 I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
f~l  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
E3 1 don't  know 


Percentage 

100 

of  students 

80 

who  met  or 

60 

exceeded 

40 

the  standard 

20 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


| N/A  | 


>N  >» 


★ 0 *0 


CL  3 

■fe  o 


5 o 


★ 0 


3 -U  3 

SH 

3 ^ 1 


UJ  o 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Smithf ield  Jr  - Sr  High 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ROBOTICS/CADD  PROGRAM:  This  new  elective  was  very  successful;  came  in  3rd  place  National  Competition  (Minnesota). 

NEW  COMPUTER  LABS:  2 Labs  with  computers  to  enhance  Business  Education  offerings  and  General  Lab  for  staff  and  students. 
CURRICULUM  DEVELOPMENT  (Working  Wonders):  Horizontal A/erti cal  Team  establishing  frameworks  and  standards. 


This  School 

Thi  s.  Di  stri  ct  _ 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.88 

91.60 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

44.92 

91.54 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.05 

95.24 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

94 

95 

■ 6.  Stability  (%) 

94.09 

94.42 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.05 

9.79 

19.71 

i 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.13 

96.91 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/68 

1/112 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

134/778 

152/1 703 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

6.02 

6.02 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

93.98 

93.98 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

[eyel.(s).__ 

j 


i. 


W 33 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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□DotoffoooaG^no  TOsofeS 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Pawtucket  District 


Dr.  Hans  Dellith,  Superintendent 
9663  Students 
560  Teachers 


100 

=H 

Percentage  of 

80 

32 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

43 

assessments 

20 

21 

0 

— 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


62 


76 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


50 


21 


26 


39 


35 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


56 


28 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

[~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
— Achievement 


O Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
[~1  Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 

100 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


11 

=3= 

8 

13 

8 

8 

39 

19 

X 

-t- 

25 

28 

43 

39 

71 

59 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . Q Aghj^vMthP.Smn^rd . . 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

28 

42 

— 

□ Below  the  Standard 

27 

50 

42 

39 

— 

33 

| Little  Evidence  of 

22 

Achievement 

II 

19 

X 

~ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

r 1 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


D Exemplary 
D.  P/pfic  rent 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


H- 

SKILLS  | 


36 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  th.Q .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


43 


Exemplary 

|~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

460 

489 

Verbal  average 

466 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

55 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Pawtucket  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in  Student  eligibility 

public  school  subsidizecflunch 


for 

programs 


Students  from  various  ethnic  Students  receiving  ESL 
backgrounds  or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


17% 


1%  i% 


89% 


85% 


□ Public 

I Home  Instructed 
D Non-Public 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□ White®  Black  OHispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
(2]  Native  American 


f~1  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
I Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 


Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

10 

10 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

10 

7 

3 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

10 

8 

2 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

10 

6 

2 

2 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

1 

2 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

1 

2 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

0 

3 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

1 

2 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

2 

1 

1 

0 

. ...  ...  ., 

_ Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  _ 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

51 

69 

61 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

/Cfi  iHont  orvi 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

91 

High 

95 

loiuoeru  ana  iGacner 

responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

79 

63 

88 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

11 

22 

33 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

— - 

District  Average  ” 
92.37 

‘'  State  Average  ' j 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

73.70 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

34.44 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.33 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

2/560 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

561/9663 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

29.09 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

70.91 

82.05 

u 
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26.00 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a| 

Tt' 

hi? 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


IN/Al 

A-r-i^kTL 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfepanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


>>  >. 

f s 

I I 


i 1 

1“ 

(/) 

< 


1 f 1 1 1 

CD  9-  & 5 o 


t; 

co 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


5P 


Pawtucket  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

33679 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

12865 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

183757 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

51 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

131 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

41 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstmctional  Facilities  Transportation 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  Q District 


4% 


O Local  D State  H Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


| More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  j 

Financial  information  : WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  j 

! separate  cover. 
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26.00 


Agnes  E.  Little  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Audrey  Cunha,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
498  Students 
25  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


28 


30 


SKILLS 


10 


79 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


20 


34 


38 


24 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ,CH  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


R I Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


40 


n Exemplary 

. .D  Proficient 

D Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C=P 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 

Students  receiving  special 

subsidized!  unch  programs 

ethnic  backgrounds 

or  bilingual  education 

education  services 

1% 

13% 

2% 

20% 

16%  ^ 

29%  f 

10%  J 

(*) 

A 

0 

71% 

68% 

87% 

V 

81% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White HBIack  OHispanic 

EH  Non-Recipients 

EH  Non-Recipients 

EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

| Resource 

E3  Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

(“I  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


37% 


ns 

26% 

16% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

[TTl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


n [m»T1h* 


o 


nQ 


til 

w £ o 

■8 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Jt 

~i0 

1 

| N/A  ] 

_♦ 

♦Q-  [Ml 

★ 

| N/A  | 

*rn*TL 

-10 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

5i 

LL 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non- poverty  | 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
HisDanic 

Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  E die  at  ion 

Poverty  1 
Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Agnes  E.  Little  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


FAMILY  MATH  NIGHTS:  For2  consecutive  evenings  in  March  parents  and  students  attended  Math  and  Science  activities  with  an 
astronomy  theme.  Very  well  attended  and  received. 

FAMILY  ROLLER  SKATING  PARTY:  Sponsored  by  PTO.  Well  attended  by  a cross-section  of  students  and  parents. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  TEAM:  In  November,  the  School  Improvement  Team  sponsored  a meeting  with  Dr.  William  Oehlkers  on  Reading. 
It  was  very  insightful  and  well  attended  by  faculty  and  parents. 


Response 
Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


d3i*> 

6.0  WeeWy 
5 0 Monthly 
4 0 Quarterly 


3 0 

so  ;?^a 

1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


r 

This  School 

This  District, 

The  State J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.29 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.95 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.10 

92.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamatiai 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.88 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

26.28 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.51 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/25 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

31/498 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  \ 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  { 

I 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

levelfs) 

levelfs) 

levelfsl 

levelfs) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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26.01 


0 


Curvin-McCabe  School 


Pawtucket  District 

Rose  Mary  Choiniere,  Principal 

Grades  K-06 

612  Students 

25  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


m 


47 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


18 


52 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .$tende.rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

*0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


H Exemplary 

f~~1  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

I 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


. . . 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11%  1% 

5% 

9%  3% 

37% z' 

%jh 

A 

63% 

v_y 

81% 

95% 

j 

88% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

EH  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

H Native  American 

E3  Other  Programs 

[~~1  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


i I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Seme  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
E7!!  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 oo  test-takers 


v Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n/a| 

♦ o_ 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


i — 

no 

fN/A| 

**Mo  * 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hisparac 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a] 

+*non* 

X 

ion 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Curvin-McCabe  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


WORKSHOP  PRESENTATION,  A.S.C.D.  Convention,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Highly  successful  presentation  at  the  ASCD  Conference  on  the 
Start  with  Arts  Program  (SWAP),  which  incorporates  integration  of  curriculum. 

PHI  DELTA  KAPPA  INTERNATIONAL  INVITATION:  The  Start  with  Arts  Team  will  present  8 full  day  workshops  nationally  for  Phi  Delta  Kappa 
International  during  the  next  school  year. 

START  WITH  ARTS:  Rhode  Island  Foundation  Grant  awarded  $55,000  for  the  expansion  of  the  Start  with  Arts  program  to  Grade  4. 


Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0}VfflWy 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 Quarterly 


2.0 


Once„A 

year" 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skflis 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

92.11 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.09 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.48 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

64.25 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

27.64 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.18 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers1* 

0/25 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

22/612 

561/9663 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


80 


60 


40 

20 

0 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


'13 12 


j 


12 


3 


1 E 1 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

levelCsX 


75 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

level(s)  levet(sX 


i. 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


26.02 


Elizabeth  Baldwin  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Raymond  Dalton,  Principal 
Grades  PK-5 
784  Students 
42  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


25 


72 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


32 


20 


50 


30 


37 


38 


D 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Pi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

^ Little  Evidence  of 
■ Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  JJLm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


60 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


KJ. 


□ 


■CSSS. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 

8% 

a 

1 % 2% 

25vT^\ 

/ \ 38% 

27% 

5% 

9% 

ri 

attending 
this  school 

w 

92% 

W 

34% 

73% 

V 

J 

86% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ WhiteHBIack  ^Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
0 Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
El  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


(SKILLS) 


i 

| N/A  | 

JTu  o 

T 

*JT 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffisparoc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


T 

loft 

|N/A| 

♦ 

[MI 

JTioll* 

hjn  [nmi 

* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 

Black 

Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Elizabeth  Baldwin  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ELLI  PROGRAM -Continuation  of  professional  development  opportunities  for  staff  in  ELLI  Reading  and  Writing  Program. 
FAMILY  PARTNERSHIP-Development  of  schoolwide  monthly  Family  Math  Program  and  K-2  Home  Reading  Program. 
SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  P LAN-Worked  with  RIDE  representatives  to  develop  a 3 Year  School  Improvement  Plan. 


Choices 


7.0 

6.0  {Weekly 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

{Teacher  responses) 


4.0  CJyarterly 
Several 

$ir 


3.0  fpP- 


2.0 


jbhce,A 

Year 


1.0  J^yer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
97.96 

This  District 
92.76 

The  State  j 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.22 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.10 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

57.51 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.48 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/42 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

33/784 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 





Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

level(sl 

above 

achievement 

level(sl 

above 

achievement 

..jAXSlfel ...... 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


26.03 

527 


Fallon  Memorial  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


26 


SKILLS 


29 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Pawtucket  District 
Ronald  LaFontaine,  Principal 
Grades  PK-05 
670  Students 
40  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


34 


16 


26 


25 


26 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

f~l  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  *" 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


36 


n Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

f~l  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 

Actual  — * 


Data 

Not  A 

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 
SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 

:ecflunch  programs 


subsidize 


67% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1 % 


35% 


54% 


□ White  BBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


10% 


81% 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


83% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


53% 


(K. 


5% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a| 

♦r 

^ A-  i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

MaJe 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

n 

' 

| N/A 1 

* 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

-^rr 

[n/a| 

T 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


528 


Fallon  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"in  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Canned  Good  Drive:  Our  school  was  in  the  top  10  in  the  state  for  this  Feinstein  Project.  We  appeared  on  Channel  10. 

Young  Authors  Contest:  Fallon  School  - Several  Citywide  Winners  and  3 First  Place  Winners! 

Powerful  Pennies:  Students  and  teachers  brought  in  pennies  which  were  than  wrapped  and  donated  to  a charitable  organization. 


Choices 


7.0 


6.0 


fvsskiy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


5 0 Monthly 


3.0  im 

2.0  A 


1 o Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


; 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.46 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

93.82 

92.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

77.56 

73.70 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

30.61 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.53 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/40 

2/560 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

20/670 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  ■ ------ 

80 


60 


40- 


20- 


1998  2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


Jevel(s) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s)[ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (sX 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERLC 


529 


26.04 


Flora  S.  Curtis  Memorial  School 


Pawtucket  District 
John  Me  Cabe,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
448  Students 
25  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


19 


31 


SKILLS 


46 


CONCEPTS 


10 


73 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


33 


48 


40 


29 


38 


23 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


28 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


33 


PI  Exemplary 

. -D  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 


dZI 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


60" 


40 


20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 

f 36% 

10%1% 

XT\ 

10% 

10% 

"\ 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

64%  V 

(l) 

87% 

(J 

100% 

J. 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  HBIack  D Hispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  n Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


54% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  coOege 
im  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


* fewer  than 
Wio  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


Flora  S.  Curtis  Memorial  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


RECOGNITION:  Ann  Marie  Bums  made  Who's  Who  in  American  Education.  Winner  of  1997  Journal  Bulletin  Stock  Market  Game  Award  two 
years  in  a row.  Majestic  Publishing  award  forstories. 

COMMUNITY:  Alperts  Tree  Decorating  Contest  Winners.  6th  grade  Feinstein  Good  Deed  Painting  Games  and  World  Map  in  the  Recess 
Yard  Program.  Donation  of  canned  goods  for  food  locker  at  two  churches  and  adoption  of  a needy  family. 

DEVELOPMENTS:  Eisenhower  Grant  Awards  for  Science  and  Math  training.  Grant  for  Health  Education. 


Choices 

7.0  gafc 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  jv^kiy 

5.0  fethly 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 i-Yatr 

Once,  A 
Year 


2.0 


1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


_jn 

Community  and  Parents 


writing  skills 
instruction 


their  reports 
and  papers 


reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


[ 

This  School 

This  District^ 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

96.77 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

96.71 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.06 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

77.08 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.49 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.38 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/25 

2/560 

472/10028 

7/448 

561/9663 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

..  Jfiyftlfe)--.- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 
level  (sj[ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


26.05 

531 


Francis  J.  Varieur  School 


Pawtucket  District 
George  Treanor,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
441  Students 
25  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


38 


CONCEPTS 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


19 


15 


12 


20 


CD  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.CD  Achieved  .th.Q .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

CD  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


O Exemplary 

|~|  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 
Range  - 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


59% 


I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


16%  / — fi — v 
18%  J 


64% 


CD  White  iBIack  CD  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


9% 


91% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


7% 


© 

83% 


CD  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
p|  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


41  % f 26  °A 

VJ 

26% 

CD  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I G raduated  from  college 
ITT!  I don't  know 


26.06 

ERIC 
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Francis  J.  Varieur  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 


READING  IMPROVEMENT-The  Accelerated  Reader  Program  was  introduced  to  all  grades  in  January  resulting  in  over  10,900  books  being 


Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


read  by  our  students. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEV  ELOPM  ENT-More  than  half  of  ourteachers  received  training  using  the  CIRC  reading  method. 

CURRICULUM  DEVELOPMENT-A  conflict  resolution  curriculum  was  developed  and  will  be  implemented  in  the  98-99  school  year. 


UK 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 

Several 
n M femes 
3 0 A - Year 

~ n Once, A 
20  kYear 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  * 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

65.63 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

83.91 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.02 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

79.92 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

25.50 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

93.42 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/25 

2/560 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

16/441 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or' 
above 


100  • 


80 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

levej(s)  Jevel(s)t . . . . IfiXSlUL , JtaSlML 


78 


60- 


40 


20- 


10 


6 

m. 


-16- 14' "i 


"13" 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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26.06 


Goff  Junior  High  Schooi 


Pawtucket  District 

Clifford  F.  Wallace,  Jr.,  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

647  Students 

36  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


too 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) (GRADE  8) 


15 

10 

8 

11 

-fr- 

27 

24 

16 

44 

— 

71 

61 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.Achiey.Qd.the.S.tandard. . . 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

29 

29 

50 

— 

43 



42 

□ Below  the  Standard 

26 

40 

29 

| Little  Evidence  of 

30 



28 

22 

"Achievement 

6 

13 

7 

9 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

[READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

too- 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

READING: 

BASIC 

UNDERSTANDING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING: 

ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample  — 
Range 

Actual  — 

or  exceeded 

1 1 

80- 

the  standard 

60  - 

— 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 

1 1 “ 

C ] 

’^m m 

Data 

Not  

40- 

L_J 

IX 

I_j 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

?o  - 

statewide 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

CXf 

0- 

!— J 

— 1 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


51% 


3 


49% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


11% 


1%1% 


9% 


78% 


□white  HBIackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


8% 


83% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


18%^9% 

p^^^22% 

33%V  y 
— ^18% 

| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ G r actuated  from  college 
Rl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 
80- 
60  - 
40- 
20- 
0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


>>  >» 

II 


U 


: §11 


.6  S' .6 


LLI  P LU 


w <3 


1 N/A  I 

1- 

\itkr i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 


s s 


g-55  o 
*1 


[n/a] 


.5  fc.S 


111?  S' 


ll3;0 


I* 


Eiflfi 

uj  5 5 o 


.S 


UJ?S 

i * 


u3  <3 

■8 

A* 

s 


2637 

ERTC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Goff  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


WORKING  WONDERS  II  GRANT:  Goff  was  awarded  a grant  to  assist  us  in  our  Reading  and  Writing  for  Success  Program. 
,,,,A.W.A.R.D-S.,,,:  Attitude,  Writing  and  Reading  Determine  Success  - a formula  for  high  performance  for  Goff  students." 

AWARDS  NIGHT:  Goff  held  an  awards  night  to  commend  students  for  their  outstanding  academic  and  athletic  accomplishments. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

7.0 

6.0  ^Skly 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  gytfteriy 

findings 

3 0 

(T eacher  responses) 

2.0  :?^a 

1 o Nev  er 

i 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
' mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


r 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

l 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

58.97 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.61 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.31 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

110 

91 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.38 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.00 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.64 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/36 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

113/647 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sj 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


80 


60 

40 

20 

0 


48 


39 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


32 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


22 


8 

_□ LL 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


39 


28 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1 1 1 1 1 1 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Henry  J.  Winters  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Linda  Succi,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
470  Students 
21  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


33 


SKILLS 


28 


67 


CONCEPTS 


78 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


43 


30 


28 


40 


38 


17 


40 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  .th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 

' U Below  the  Standard  ' 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rf  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


34 


0 Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

1 Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  n 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40  - . . L__J. . 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.a. 


i 1 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


73% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


l%i% 

sb 

13% 


60% 


EH  White  HBIack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


9% 


91% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


13% 


10% 


© 

77% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


64% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
fXj  I don't  knew 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

no  test -takers 


100- 
80 
60- 
40  ■ 
20  ■ 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


[~n7a1 


3k  >» 

II 


o*l  to!  k. 


jus. 
1“| 
3 ■ 


ill 

i S 6 


3 


:s i y 

m ^ 2 

a ^ 1 


In/aI 

Q*r-fln*l 

★'Am 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


m 


11 


bfl 


i"fi 


12 
S 6 


fcM 


.5  e-.s 


'I* 

1-  P 


’ uj  O 


■I 


[n/a] 

DA  on* 

1 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  1 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

26.08 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Henry  J.  Winters  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Kids  Break  television  program-125  children  were  seleted  to  participate  in  the  TV  variety  program. 
Project  Peer-juvenile  delinquency  program  grade  6. 

Chance  to  Dance-modem  dance  troupe  performance  by  upper  elementary  at  PPAC. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


! 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

77.42 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.65 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

92.90 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

99.30 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.16 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.39 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

12/470 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  (s) 

level  (si 

level(s) 

level(sl 

80 


! 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


,.3fi 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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26.08 


Joseph  Jenks  Junior  High  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Joseph  A.  Cunha,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
697  Students 
48  Teachers 


Mathematics 

( GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


26 


28 


38 


H 

SKILLS| 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


46 


54 


37 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . D.Aqhi^vQd.t^.S.tancianci. . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
" Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


G Exemplary 

. . O.Pjpficlent 

□ Below  Proficient 

I'Cdnsideiably 

Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Sample - 
Range 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


n 


•Q- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


2j 

8i% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


G Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


53% 


~(T) 

17%^ ^ 


□white  I BlackG  Hispanic 
Q Asian/Pacific  Islander 
G Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


22% 


11% 


67% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
G Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


85% 

G Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


24% 


15% 


24% 

22%n  __ 

15% 

G Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
G I don!  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o Ml 
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English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Joseph  Jenks  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


EXEMPLARY  PEER  MEDIATION  PROGRAM:  This  program  teaches  students  to  handle  conflicts  in  an  appropriate  manner  with  positive 
outcomes.  It  is  a model  for  similar  programs  throughout  the  state. 

INTERNATIONAL  NIGHT:  These  programs  recognize  the  talents  and  accomplishments  of  the  students.  They  are  well  attended  by 
student  and  their  families. 

COMPUTER  LABS:  2 fully  functioning  state  of  the  art  computer  labs.  Computers  with  Internet  connections  provide  students  with  access 
to  technology  for  the  most  current  information,  training  and  experiences. 


Response 
Choices  fir 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


B§fly> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Byarterty 
Several 

so 

2.0 
1.0 


Community  and  Parents 


JZL 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands ixi 
learning 
(marnpufartives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  Invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

L_ 

This  School  . 

This  District 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.14 

92.76 

85.98 

. 2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.81 

84.40 

76.54 

90.86 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

85 

91 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.62 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

121.69 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.90 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/48 

2/560 

472/10028 

NA/697 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , I 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . | 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  ■ 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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60- 


40- 
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■34' 

1998 

Actual 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


lev  el  (si Jev§l  (si. 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


13 


T4  ■ 


u 


16  . 


2001  1998  2001 


1998 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


U 


2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


1998 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  ac  hievep^e  n t 


71 


JL  29 

1 1 


2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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M.  Virginia  Cunningham  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Richard  Cooney,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
557  Students 
32  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


45 


31 


74 


CONCEPTS 


80 


B 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


36 


29 


49 


49 


53 


34 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ □ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


BEADING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


30 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

I~l  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 

Data  A 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

10Q  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 

40 

20 -SS?. 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


•••C 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


100% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1%1% 


34% 


29% 


□ White  MBIack  □ Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  < 


21% 

© 

79% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


10% 


2% 


© 


88% 


Q Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


13% 


31% 


3 


38% 


19% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
" io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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M.  Virginia  Cunningham  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COZ  PROGRAMS -Parents  as  Teachers,  Pawtucket  Home  Visiting,  EvenStart  Family  Literacy,  URI  Project  Discovery,  4-H  Club,  After  School 
Programs,  Summer  Programs. 

PARENTAL  INVOLVEMENT-Open  house,  parent  conference,  classroom  volunteers,  Friends  of  Cunningham,  Breakfast  with  Santa,  Grinder 
Night. 

AFTER  SCHOOL  PROGRAMS -Reading,  A-Plus,  ASAP  (Boys  & Girls  Club),  Homework  Club,  Key  Club. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Rfehly 


4.0 

3.0 


Sjarterty 

Several 


2-0 

1 .0  Never 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soe  Web 

fa  mae  informal  ion 


Community  and  Parents 


n 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papas  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

r f 

This  School  ... 

This  District 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.24 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.33 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.77 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

71.72 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

38.73 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.13 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/32 

2/560 

472/10028 

16/557 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  cBstricts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

I.eyeJ  (§).... 

lev§l  (si 

.... 

leyeM 



Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si  . 


51 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


541 
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Nathanael  Green©  School 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

7 

-21 

80 

34 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

38 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

38 

61 

assessments 

20 

16 

0 

mm 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Pawtucket  District 
George  A.  LaPorte,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
596  Students 
34  Teachers 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


16 


33 


16 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  th.Q  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

I .1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

£L 

40 

Reliable  a 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 


49%(^^ 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


51% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


13% 


1% 


1% 


8% 


78% 


Cl  White  HBIack  O Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


5% 


95% 

C Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


10% 


83% 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


24%  x' — r^v 

24% 

43% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

0 1 donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
Wio  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
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(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Nathanael  Greene  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


SILENT  READING-Every  day  students  and  staff  read  silently  for  enjoyment  for  20  minutes. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-Many  teachers  attended  workshops  and  shared  information  with  colleagues. 


*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


AWARDS  NIGHT  6th  GRADE -Presidential  Excellence  Awards  (for  three  years  work)  to  Honor  Roll  Students/Perfect  Attendance/Many 
Academics. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0  &$> 

6.0 

5 0 Monthly 
4 0 guarterty 


q n ifirnes 
d 0 A-Year 

o n Pi*** 
20  Year 

1.0  feer 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


i 

This  School 

JTiis  District 

The  State 

1 

J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.59 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

91.52 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.55 

92.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

22 

NA 

22 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

82.01 

73.70 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

28.34 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.43 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/34 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

31/596 

561/9663 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


53 

45 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jeyel(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


W 12  "I 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


43 

33 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

level(si  JeyelCsi  ... 


48 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


543 
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Potter- Burns  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Raymond  Beretta,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
646  Students 
30  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

7 

80 

34 

Percentage  of 

35 

students  at  60 

each  performance 

level  on  the  40 

41 

elementary  school 

57 

assessments  20 

22 
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•Kll 

LLS 

CONCEPTS 


13 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


46 


22 


20 


35 


36 


30 


27 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

(~1  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


f*l  Exemplary 

.O  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Cons  iderabTy' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — = 

Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60- 

40 

20- 

0- 


Mat  hematics  (GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

[ 42% 

6%  1% 

TTa 

O 

6% 

8%^r~ 

A 

58%  V 

w 

w 

V 

) 

89% 

100% 

86% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

ED  White  H Black  Q Hispanic 

ED  Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

ED Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

H Resource 

E3  Native  American 

H3  Other  Programs 

(~1  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


10% 

38%  f 

v3 


29% 


24% 

not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 G raduated  from  college 
|T!|  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


1 N/A 1 


n 


»**ol  b 


ill  .ssg^ 

^ 1 •§ 

.i 


m 

ip 

ill 

* iS  o 
■8 


[n/a  I 

★**o»o 

♦♦ 

♦ of 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1, 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


r— 1 

♦of! 

i N/A  I 

★★★0  0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

nofl 

I N/A  I 

★★★oflo 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

26.12 

ERjt 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Potter-Burns  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


CONFLICT  RESOLUTION:  90  4th  graders  completed  a conflict  resolution  program.  We  will  follow-up  with  reinforcement  in  the  5th  grade. 

POSITIVE  STUDENT  BEHAVIOR  PROGRAM:  School  Improvement  Team  has  developed  a program  of  positive  reinforcement  which  will  be 
introduced  during  1998-99  school  year. 

UGLY  ASPHALT  TO  PLEASANT  PLAYGROUND:  Faculty  and  parents  have  banded  together  to  turn  asphalt  into  a safe,  fun  place  to  place. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


! 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.91 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.44 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.29 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.19 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.87 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.22 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/30 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/646 

561/9663 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


L 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s)[ 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s). 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


26.12 
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Samuel  Slater  Junior  High  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Walter  Guest,  III,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
511  Students 
37  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


11 

ZSZ 

7 

15 

10 

~6~ 

=3= 

=3= 

20 

23 

23 

39 

41 

31 

76 

63 

Cl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ Achi^y.Qd.tbe.S.tandarfi. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

31 

— 

35 

— 

— 

28 

52 

46 



45 



32 

| Little  Evidence  of 

23 

20 

'Achievement 

I...O 1 

'nr. 

nr 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


13 


□ Exemplary 

f~|  Proficient 

n Below  Proficient 

H "Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


C3  D 


English  Language  Arts  (Grade 8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


O' 


e- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%1% 

rn 

10% 

X 

j 53% 

100% 

C: 

J 

83% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□White  M BlackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


16% 

36%  Z'  N\ 
19% 


28% 


Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  coliege 
E3 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


20—" , j-. 

0 Inh 


>>><_: 

I ¥ 


n 


:Sf  ||I 

:®!sSo 


zifll 


^ |'5 
l u l 


' ui  o 
■8 


J 1 . _ 

I N/A  1 

i 

♦ 01  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffeparic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A  | 


n 


JlU>: 


*|*° 


W1 

| N/A  | 

.5  p 

ss 

2 2 

li 

in 

5 5 6 


.5  p 

1 "u  1 

id  2 


’ uj  O 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Samuel  Slater  Junior  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Slater  received  a $1000  Feinstein  Award  in  recognition  of  our  extensive  community  service  projects. 

75  students  had  perfect  attendance  for  the  year  which  is  15%  of  the  student  body.  94%  were  in  attendance  on  a daily  basis. 
Less  than  5%  of  the  student  body  failed  to  meet  the  promotional  requirements  during  the  school  year. 


Response 

1 

Choices 

7.0  B§ey> 

6.0  J^fekly 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

fs. 

o 

;o 

§ 

survey 

Several 

findings 

30  K% 

(T eacher  responses)  bnce,A 

20  Year" 

1 .0  Never 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


1 

This.School 

This  District... 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.00 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.28 

92.37 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

89 

NA 

91 

NA 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

75.59 

73.70 

84.76 

‘See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

26.43 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.62 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/37 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

58/511 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

29.09 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

I 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


J eve!  (si 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sj 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80 


60 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


J.eveJ(s).. 


24 


NA 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


26.13 
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Shea  Senior  High  School 


Pawtucket  District 

John  B.  Richer,  Jr.,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

927  Students 

67  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


6 

3: 

8 

30 

30 

34 

21 

d Achieved  the  Standard 

42 

with  Honors 

d Achieved  the  Standard 

24 

d Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• d Below  the  Standard  - - - 

64 

61 

35 

H Little  Evidence  of 

34 

Achievement 

D 

17 

SKILLS  1 

n 

concepts! 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


12 


38 


f**1  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

•B-Considerably-- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

442 

489 

Verbal  average 

448 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

55 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

86 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


. \mmj . 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 





Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


34% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


66% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


1% 


26% 


43% 


30% 


O WhiteH  Black  d Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


22% 


78% 


f~1  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  d Bilingual 
d Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


89% 


d Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
d Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


24% 


23% 


18% 


24% 

11% 

d DkJ  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
d Graduated  from  college 
EO I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


| N/A  | 

★ 4 O i — i ^ 

♦ ♦„ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Shea  Senior  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Block  Schedule-Faculty  voted  to  go  to  a basic  4x4  block  schedule  in  1998-1999. 

New  Teachers-School  committee  voted  to  hire  5 new  teachers  for  the  'block". 

Professional  Day-Vermont  teachers  came  to  Shea  and  presented  Best  Practice  in  the  Block  for  each  discipline. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £apy> 


5.0  Monthly 

,4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3-0 

0 n 'Once,  A 
20  year 

1.0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JZL 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diaqrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

• 

This  School 

This  District 

- 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.54 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

88.36 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

95 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

34.97 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

46.85 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.65 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/67 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

137/927 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

27.15 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

72.85 

70.91 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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William  E.  Tolman  Senior  High  School 


Pawtucket  District 
Ira  Brown,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1159  Students 
73  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


10 


28 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

( GRADE  9) 


5 

7 

9 

32 

47 

] 

CONCEPTS 

38 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


|~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.Achioyed.tho^t^Odard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• 0 Below  the  Standard  - - - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


47 


n Exemplary 
0 Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 

-H- Considerably ■ 

Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

477 

489 

Verbal  average 

483 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

56 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  ZJL 

Reliable  ■ 

(Part  'cipation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Sit] 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecTlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

27% 

n%  1%1% 

-- — 1 — . 

6%  5% 

-ajS 

x 

ft 

73% 

w 

81% 

v_y 

100% 

L 

J 

89% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

0 White  B Black  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

l~~l  Non-Recipients 
BeSL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


15% 

28% 

: 

25% 


32% 


I I Did  not  fhish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
01  dont  know 


Percentage 

100  - 

of  students 

80  - 

who  met  or 

60  - 

exceeded 

40  - 

the  standard 

20  - 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

0 — 

* fewer  than 
" 10  students 

▲ no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


>N  >N 

f s 
£ I 


1 “ u 


£ ii 
5 5 


5 1 


~1* 


| | | 


w £ o 
* 


[Ml 

♦ if  1 — 1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

m 

★ ★1  !★ 

— wTi 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ilted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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William  E.  Tolman  Senior  High 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


9th  Grade  Teaming:  Four  teachers  from  the  core  academic  areas  taught  on  an  academic/disciplinary  team  for  "at  risk"  9th  graders. 
These  team  students  academically  out-performed  a comparable  group  of  9th  grade  students  who  were  not  on  a team. 

Professional  Day:  All  faculty  members  were  introduced  to  the  concept  of  teaching  to  the  "New  Standards".  All  faculty  members 
received  a New  Standards  Book  and  a book,  "Standards  for  Our  Schools",  by  Coady  & Tucker. 

2 State  Championship  Teams-The  Boys  Hockey  Team  was  undefeated  and  the  Girts  Softball  Team  was  undefeated. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  g#y> 

6.0  jweewy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

30  £96 

(DncaA 
Year 

Nefer- 


2.0 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  a 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


j 

This  School 

This,  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

92.76 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

71.96 

84.40 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

86.67 

92.37 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

95 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

67.78 

73.70 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

26.99 

34.44 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.11 

95.33 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/73 

2/560 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

64/1159 

561/9663 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

30.67 

29.09 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

69.33 

70.91 

82.00 

Financial  information 


j 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

j data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 


i 

..-j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING) 


.551 


26.15 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Portsmouth  District 


Mario  A.  Mancieri,  Superintendent 
2733  Students 
184  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


64 


19 


SKILLS 


29 


26 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


64 


14 


23 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O Achieved  the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


34 


19 


32 


34 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


37 


88 


82 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q.Aq  hi  eyed.  the.  Standard . 
□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


12 
=1= 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


PI  Exemplary 

□.Proficient 

l~~l  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably'"' 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


13 


32 


40 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- - O Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 


(GRADE  10) 


8 

42 

PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

39 

B Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

... 

D 



SAT 


This  District -State 


Math  average 

545 

489 

Verbal  average 

552 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

85 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Portsmouth  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  luncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 

12% 

■vi 

r\ 

8% 

/^W\ 

/w 

12% 

2%^i*; 

of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 

C1 

J 

88% 

o 

92% 

03 

95% 

O 

100% 

85% 

□ Public 

■ Home  Instructed 

□ Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

ED  Not  Eligible 

ED  White  | Black  □ Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non -Recipients 
I Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  wtth 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

1 

0 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

i 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

0 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

i 

2 

0 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

i 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

r 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  1 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

45 

80 

77 

Selected  SALT 

1 

Elementary 

Middle 

Hiflh  1 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

83 

92 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

76 

59 

74 

%of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

4 

16 

39 

i 

District  Average 

State  Average  ] 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.66 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

88.34 

84.76 

Selected  district 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

20.49 

19.71 

indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.90 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/184 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

9.84 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

90.16 

82.05 
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27.00 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
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Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[Ml»*ool  L 


>»  >»  , 

It: 


: JT 


II 

if5 


.5  S' .6 


' ll3  O 


r~i . . 

. ..rn. 

I N/A I 

*★00  U 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Profictency 
General  Education 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


It 


I 

6 


LL 


"8 

1 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


S i 

I i 


★ ★0*1  !★ 

□;  JS  i | | I 

rtr° 


3 i 

5 “ 


5 8*  £ 


*5 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| — i . . . 

★ ★o*i  !★ 

♦ off 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

S 


Rl  Writing 
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Portsmouth  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

46660 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

17899 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

458692 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

159 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

68 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  {$) 

22 

21 

District  financial 
information 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


7,838  8>006 


Total 

Expenditures 


Sources  of  Revenue 


3% 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


5,948  5,896 


665  787 

— II 


186  107 


680  778 


I 1 I I 


358  437 

1 I 1- 


Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


$14,000 

$12,000 

$10,000 

$8,000 

$6,000 

$4,000 

$2,000 

$0 


D State  D District 

General  and  Targeted  instructional  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


7,643 


5,948  5,896 


4,093  *52  4-335 


4,000 


1,661  1,669 


Total  General  Career  Special  Limited  Compensatory 

Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


L More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 

I 

Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

I 

! separate  cover. 
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27.00 


Elmhurst  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Mary  E.  Foley,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
375  Students 
19  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKIU-S 


48 


CONCEPTS 


27 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


72 


15 


67 


31 


48 


67 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac  h [eyed  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ ’Exemplary 

..□Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

a. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

6% 

(T) 

1%1%2% 

2% 

7c\ 

94%^~ ^ 

96% 

\ ) 

100% 

85% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ white  HBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


95% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
[TTI I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40 
20  ■ 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


b f 
8 8 


fwAl+oon 


*1 


li 

5 5 


±n\ 


5 5*5 


1 uj  0 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


if 


[MUoool  lo, 


JSfli! 

S“||So 


s s-s 


’ LU  0 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Elmhurst  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


CHARACTER  COUNTS:  Schoolwide  implementation  of  program  using  "Six  Pillars  of  Character":  trustworthiness,  respect,  responsibility, 
fairness,  caring,  citizenship. 

MAGIC  SCHOOL  BUS  READING  NIGHT:  Reading  teacher  and  librarian  coordinated  a schoolwide  family  reading  night  built  around  Magic 
School  Bus  themes. 

KITES  SCIENCE  PROGRAM  AND  MATH  CURRICULUM:  Elmhurst  School  now  has  100%  of  their  teachers  trained  in  KITES  Science 
teaching  using  inquiry-based  instructional  model. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


L 

This  School 

This^  District 

'■  “ " 1 

The  State  _ j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.00 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.30 

86.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.49 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.04 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.96 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.17 

95.90 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

5/184 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/375 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above 

100 level  (s) JeveKsl 


level (§)  Jev$i(sjt___ 

Q1  ---------  - - ■ - | 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sj. 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


%of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


....  J eyel(s)t . 


51 


1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


27.01 


Howard  Hathaway  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Charles  Mello,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
408  Students 
27  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


41 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


60 


39 


32 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


|~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


38 


n Exemplary 

[~|  Proficient 

EH  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 90%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


□ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

17% 

r>) 

3%  2% 

17% 

w 

83% 

95% 

100% 

w 

83% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q White  HBIack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

EH  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
i I Some  education  after  high  school 
{ | Graduated  from  college 
EH  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a] 

o*oorw 

~h 

nOfl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

•J 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Howard  Hathaway  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Development  of  the  Hathaway  Strategic  Plan. 

Participation  in  the  East  Bay  Educational  Collaborative's  Focus  Schools/Working  Wonders. 

School  secretary  and  clerk  were  awarded  a "Recognition  Award"  by  the  Newport  County  Regional  Special  Education  Advisory  Board. 


Response 

Choices  . 

7.0 

6.o 

Selected 

5 0 Monthly 

SALT 

1 

o 

survey 

Several 

findings 

3-0 

(Teacher  responses)  Once. A 

20  Year 

1 .0 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.50 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.36 

86.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.42 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.02 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

17.91 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.81 

95.90 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/27 

5/1 84 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/408 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

level(s)[ 

above 

achievement 
Jeve!(s)_ 

above 

achievement 

lev§l(sl 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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27.02 


Melville  Elementary  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Dr.  Joanne  Olson,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
317  Students 
18  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


33 


20 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


16 


68 


65 


27 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard  " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


R I Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


25 


O Exemplary 

.□  .Proficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

■ Cons  i'derab'ly  " 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  mjm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

(*) 

2%2%  3% 

5% 

“,4h 

88°/<>  ^ 

93% 

100% 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CD  White  iBIack  QHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

D Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

I"!  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5%  . 


92% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  cofege 
|X]  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a] 


II 


★★ool  lo 


*1 


15 

5 6 


.5  S\5 


' m o 


T 

★★Tl 

In/a| 

^oon0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Encash  Proficiency 
General  Education 

• [n/a] 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERLC 


561 


Melville  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Involved  with  developing  a strategic  plan  that  addresses  improving  student  performance  and  involving  parents.  Efforts  to  improve 
instruction  including  faculty  participation  in  Focus  Schools,  new  math  series,  Qpen  Court  reading  series  at  grade  1,  KITE  Instruction 

Participated  in  the  National  Association  for  the  Education  of  Young  Children  accreditation  process-involved  extensive  examination  of 
practices  and  instuction  designed  for  our  youngest  children.  Validation  visit  has  been  completed  and  results  are  forthcom 

Emphasized  a multicultural  theme  for  "Arts  in  Education"  events.  In  addition  to  special  programs  and  after  school  clubs  students  studied 
many  countries  and  displayed  their  projects  at  a Cultural  Arts  Festival.  Parents  ran  the  clubs  for  3rd  & 4th  grade. 


Choices 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 Mgntwy 

4 0 gyafterly 
Several 

3-0 

9 n bnc§,A 
2 0 Year 

1.0  Kgyer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skfts 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  riagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  rinerent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


\ 

This  School 

This  District 

} 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

83.33 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.54 

86.35 

76.54 

95.52 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

71.63 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

62.26 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%)  * 

93.55 

95.90 

96.31 

9 Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

5/184 

472/10028 

0/317 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

NA 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

100 

above 

achievement 

level(§) 

above 

achievement 

lev$l(sl 

above 

achievement 

levels) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev$l  (s). 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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27.03 


Portsmouth  High  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Robert  Littlefield,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
786  Students 
61  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9) (GRADE10) 


100 

80 

26 

10 

17 

6 

17 

13 

8 

Percentage  of 

17 

13 

32 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

42 

0 Exemplary 

students  at 

60 

. D.AchjevQd.the.  standard 

□ Proficient 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

52 

28 

37 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-0  Below  the  Standard  - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

□ Below  Proficient 

(Considerably--- 
Below  Proficient 

high  school 

40 

39 

assessments 

20 

n 

12 

9 

28 

27 

10 

tm 

11 

SKILLS  1 

1 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Sample 

Range 

100 

i | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

.a 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


cm  j 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

545 

489 

Verbal  average 

552 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

85 

64 

%of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

90 

87 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

o 

2%10/°  1% 

o 

10%  1% 

w 

100% 

— ) 
97% 

w 

100% 

w 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

0 White  H Black  OHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
Q Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 

10%  1%  ii<>/0 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  coOege 

01  don't  know 


Percentage  100 

of  students  80 

who  met  or  60 

exceeded  40 

the  standard  20 

* See  Web  Q 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
* 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


i — i . . 

— 1 

|n/a| 

★*o*l  1* 

n 

♦ ofl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Portsmouth  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


SCHOOL-FACULTY:  Establishment  of  Guidance  Director/Administrator  of  Student  Services  position. 
STUDENTS:  Development  of  alternatives  to  suspension  for  excessive  truancy  or  tardiness. 


*See  Web  SCHOOL:  Excellent  and  consistent  management  of  discipline.  In  particular,  relative  to  weapons  and  substance  abuse, 

fa  school  goals 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.52 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

95.80 

86.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.03 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

92 

92 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.16 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.08 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.04 

95.90 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/61 

5/184 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

433/786 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

9.84 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

90.16 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


i 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 


O 
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27.04 


Portsmouth  Middle  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Timothy  P.  Ryan,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
834  Students 
57  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


CONCEPTS 


100 

14 

80 

39 

32 

Percentage  of 

24 

students  at 

60 

— 

— 

21 

each  performance 

19 

level  on  the 

40 

34 

— 

middle  school 
assessments 

13 

9 

El 

22 

34 

20 

0 

21 

G 

skills] 

n 

1 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


66 


15 


40 


37 


82 


12 


I I Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . □ A.qhievQd.the.S.tandard. . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

TT  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


28 


63 


PI  Exemplary 

. . n.P/P.ficiqnt 

□ Below  Proficient 

H'Co'nsid'erabl'y 

Below  Proficient 


f See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — 
Range 

100 

1 '1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(T) 

1% 

2%  2% 

(V) 

r\ 

12%  3% 

91% 

95% 

100% 

kJ 

85% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

EDwhiteM  BlackED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

ED  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
EDSelf-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


19% 


15% 


57% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

ED  | don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 
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80 

60- 

40- 

20 
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M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  | 
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English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Portsmouth  Middle  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Mln  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeb 

for  school  goals 


CURRICULUM  COMMITTEES:  Through  a Working  Wonders  grant  over  30  staff  members  worked  on  the  curriculum  committee  this 
summer. 

CONNECTING  SCHOOL  TO  THE  COMMUNITY:  Monthly  recreation  and  family  nights  sponsored  by  the  PTOwere  attended  by  over  200 
students. 

ACADEMIC  PERFORMANCE:  Portsmouth  Middle  School  was  noted  by  the  Providence  Journal  for  scoring  above  anticipated  levels  in 
all  areas  of  the  Rhode  Island  testing  program. 


Choices 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


L-'- 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  ^uarterty 
Several 

Pfr 


beyi 

30  SSl 


2.0 


;Ohce,A 

Year 


1 .0  NeyW' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reacfng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuialives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  Afferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State_  J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.00 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.82 

86.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.96 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

83 

83 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.94 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.66 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.80 

95.90 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/57 

5/184 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/834 

433/2733 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 
Jey.eKsJt 

above 

achievement 

.MelCsJ....... 

above 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


73 73 


T4 13 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


12  ii 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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27.05 


Prudence  Island  School 


Portsmouth  District 
Dr.  Joanne  Olson,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
13  Students 
2 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


There  were  very  few  students  in  grades  3 and  4 at  the  Prudence  Island  School  in  School  Year  1998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  assessment  results  were  not  reported. 


! 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

school  who  met  r. 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  There  were  verV few  students  in  grades  3 and  4 at  the  Prudence  Island  School  in  School  Year  1998-99. 

compared  to  the  For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 

percentage  of 

similar  students  

statewide 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

36% f 

64% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

15% 

85% 

Cl  White  HBIack  O Hispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

o 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

31%  ^T\ 

69% 

0 Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

© 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  knew 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


★ 

♦ 

o 


fewer  than 
10  students 

no  students 
were  proficient 

no  test-takers 


There  were  very  few  students  in  grades  3 and  4 at  the  Prudence  Island  School  in  School  Year  1 998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Prudence  Island  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Use  of  multi-age  classes  and  full  inclusion  due  to  the  fact  that  the  building  is  a one  room  school  house. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


L 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

40.00 

89.29 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.35 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

91.67 

94.66 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

13 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

100.00 

88.34 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

0.00 

20.49 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.17 

95.90 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/2 

5/184 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/13 

433/2733 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.84 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.16 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Because  the  number  of  students  at  Prudence  Island  School  is  so  very  small,  the  targets  cannot  be  reliably  measured. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Providence  District 


Dr.  Arthur  M.  Zarrella,  Superintendent 
25611  Students 
1712  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


30 


SKILLS 


72 


CONCEPTS 


3= 

8 

73 

17 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


40 


26 


30 


38 


38 


22 


37 


|~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  the  Standard 

G Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O Below  the  Standard 


0 


| Little  Evidence  of 
- Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


21 


ri  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  '■ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 

100 

80 

60 

8 

21 

=3= 

7 

13 

8 

9 

31 

=3= 

15 

*** 

=3= 

26 

22 

32 

— 

38 

70 

59 

[~i  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

...  D.AQhje.Yod.the.  standard 

each  performance 



G Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

level  on  the 

40 

— 

48 

— 

middle  school 

□ Below  the  Standard 

assessments 

20 

32 

55 

50 

44 

— 

33 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

IH 

20 

21 

Achievement 

o 

m 

Hz" 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


38 


n Exemplary 

|~~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

‘ B Considerably  " 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9)  (GRADE  10) 


100 

10 

8 

8 

12 

=*= 

80 

9 

29 

43 

38 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

G Exemplary 

60 

30 

41 

□ Proficient 

G Below  Proficient 

-■Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 

PI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■■  □ Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

40 

21 

30 

41 

20 

50 

49 

n 

23 

16 

27 

skills! 

| 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

416 

489 

Verbal  average 

410 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

82 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

78 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfluncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

16% 

(C 

„ 

1 1 % 1 °/o 
ATT 

8%  10/° 

v_ 

J 

84% 

43%  V 

23% 

^ ^ 78% 

G Public 

■ Home  Instructed 
G Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

G Not  Eligible 

□ White®  Black  GHispanic 
G Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

G Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  G Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


G Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
0 Resource 


Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

24 

10 

8 

6 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

24 

0 

17 

7 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

24 

6 

10 

8 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

24 

6 

12 

6 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

7 

2 

2 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

7 

2 

2 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

7 

0 

7 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

7 

1 

5 

1 

High  School 

8 

1 

3 

4 

8 

2 

6 

0 

Rl  Writing 

8 

2 

2 

4 

r.zz_ " r."  vr*. t . r . 

Poverty 

Non -Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

59 

61 

60 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

~ Middle 

82 

"7  1 High  7 

90 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

74 

56 

80 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

13 

23 

32 

1 ~~~  — 

District  Average 

State  Average  ’771 17  : 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

87.73 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

73.48 

84.76 

Selected  district 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

30.39 

19.71 

Indicators 

* Cm  UfaK 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.30 

9631 

see  W0D 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

336/1712 

472/1 0028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

31.54 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

68.46 

82.05 

28.00 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


1 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS)  * 


|n/a| 

zh^tVi 

~r 

♦ITi 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hfisparnc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

M 

si 

LL 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


1 N/A  j 

Xhf 

T 

♦17 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
HfispanJc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


.t=! 

5 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


7r 

m 

-t— rr-T 

♦ ■ — 1 — i |WA| 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 

Black 

Hispanic 

Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 
Female  j 

Special  Education 
Limited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
hfc  panic 

Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

5 72 


Providence  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

28342 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

11038 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

144233 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

46 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

240 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

30 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


$14,000 
$12,000 
$10,000 
$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 
$0  ■ 


7,838 


8,248 


5,948  6,042 


District  Expenditures  Per  Pupil 


865  759 


186  251 


680 


1 1 


358  318 


Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Transportation 


Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  D District 


9% 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


U 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 

Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  IN  FORMATION 


Financial  information  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

i 

! separate  cover. 
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28.00 


Alfred  Lima,  Sr.  Elementary  School 


Providence  District 

Socorro  Gomez-Potter,  Principal 

Grades  K-05 

735  Students 

50  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


52 


30 


SKILLS 


96 


CONCEPTS 


83 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


28 


50 


28 


56 


39 


47 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


I | Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  the  S&ndard 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ ‘CD  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

l~1  Proficient 

I~~1  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably’ 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mat  hematics  (GRADE  4) 
SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


m 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


jffi  i^ki 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


100% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


5%  1%  5% 


69% 

0White«Black0Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


na  L. 
or  bilingual  education 


35% 


64% 


0 Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


8%  1% 


90% 


0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


22%_^  24% 


16% 


38% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

0 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


) 

t; 

fcTTl 

| N/A  | 

**l  1*0* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

special  t ducat  on 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[nm! 

♦♦ 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

[n/a] 


>»  >» 

II 


»*1~L 


Q± 


__  „ SJ 

S“f'|5o 

$ xl 


X 


.6  |! 

Ill 

HI  £ II) 

3 £ <3 

Ht 

°>  So 

s 


[n/aI 

★<Tko* 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  Engfish  Profteiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Alfred  Lima,  Sr.  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" — ■ 

Highlights  from  the 

school  ! This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights". 

* i 

See  Web  ; 

for  schod  goals  ' ' --  - --  - - ' ~ * ~ ‘ 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  g#* 

6.0  jwsSkly 

r-v. 

5.0  l^prflhly 

4 0 Buarterfy . 
Several 

3.0  te 

Once.  A 
iYear 


2.0 


1.0  Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulaltves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

45.24 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.15 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

77.30 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.07 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.67 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

16/50 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

73/735 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  schod  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

level  (si 

level  (si 



level  (si 

80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


0 

ERIC 


.575 


28.01 


Alternate  Learning  Project 


Providence  District 
Anne  Colannino,  Coordinator 
Grades  09-12 
124  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


56 


SKILLS 


26 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.Aqhiev.Qci.the.Stftnciard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


0 Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

® Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

362 

489 

Verbal  average 

351 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

88 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

70 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample r 

Range  L 


] 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Actual  — 


Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


60 

CZZD 

40 

20 

O 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

1% 

10% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

37% 

26%/  V 

fy 

O 

(T' ) 

attending 
this  school 

63%  V 

4 

14% 

w 

100% 

90% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CU  WhiteH  Black  OHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
| ESL  | | Bilingual 
□ other  Programs 

ED  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


i | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
□ l donl  know 


Percentage  i oo 
of  students  80 

who  met  or  60 

exceeded  40 

the  standard  20 

*See  Web  Q 

lor  more  information  u 

on  non-proficient 
students 


★ fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ 


no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[Ml 

★★★0 ♦ 0 

♦ ★ 

★ 0 ♦ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Aslan/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
filed  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

*=t 

i 


Rl  Writing 


[nm| 

★ ★★★ ♦ ★ 

•ft  Oi— . 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  E ducal  ion 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Alternate  Learning  Project 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals  „ 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights". 


Choices 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eac her  responses) 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 


geekly 

Kairhfy 


3.0  fj 


erty 

’era] 


2.0 


1.0 


iA-Year 

Year 

feer 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  uses  Teachers  give 
writing  skffls  their  reports  reacfing  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands -orT  parents  as  suggestions 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  resources  or  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (manipdatives,  volunteers  with  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  work 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State,,  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.51 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.60 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

69 

NA 

90 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

71.60 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

52.07 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.96 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/15 

336/1 712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/124 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

22.84 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

77.16 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


57? 


28.02 


Asa  Messer  School 


Providence  District 

Frank  C.  Piccirilli,  III,  Principal 

Grades  K-05 

346  Students 

27  Teachers 


100 

80 

35 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

49 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

_ 

16 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


67 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


39 


28 


28 


35 


37 


49 


D 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


20 


PI  Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably’  ” 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  , . 

Range  I i 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 mmm 

20  — 1 T 
o 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


CZZ) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 


3% 


97% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


6% 


36vn^ 140/0 

vo 

45% 

D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


60% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


5% 


6% 


88% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
H Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


26%  26% 

hr 

16% 

32% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I don’t  know 


Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A 1 


II 


Q±t 


HSflll 

rir° 


5 &.& 


w m O 
-8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Asa  Messer  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fcr  school  goals 


PRINCIPAL:  As  a SALT  Pilot  School,  we  at  Asa  Messer  continue  to  discover  our  strengths  and  improve  upon  our  weaknesses. 

FOCUS  TEACHER:  Workshops  that  focused  on  performance  math,  helped  to  spark  discussions  on  various  instructional  methods. 

GRADE  1 TEACHER:  Our  new  reading  series  will  provide  selections  that  engage  students  in  the  writing  process.  The  resources  available  to 
us  reach  out  to  the  diverse  school  population. 


Choices 

7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4 0 loverly 
Several 

3-ops 

2 -0 

1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


' - ... 

. This  School ‘ 

This  District 

The  State  t 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  <%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  <%) 

85.19 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.77 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.30 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

12.70 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.53 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/27 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/346 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  <%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

level(s]f 

level  (s) 

levelfs) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


579 


28.03 


Asa  Messer  Annex 


Providence  District 

Frank  C.  Piccirilli,  III,  Principal 

Grades  K-1 

241  Students 

11  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


i 


| This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

I 

i ..  _ 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

school  who  met  \ - 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

compared  to  the  i 

percentage  of  1 - - - — -- 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

24% 

8% 

i% 

2% 

a 

18% 

m 

Cn 

97% 

50% 

y 68% 

vJ 

98% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteHBiackDHispanic 
C]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

d]  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
n Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  p 

exceeded 

the  standard  j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Is! and  Department  of  Education. 

* See  Web  j 

for  more  infomnalion  ■ - - — — - - - - 

on  non-proficient 
students 


“O' 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Asa  Messer  Annex 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


PRINCIPAL:  As  a SALT  Pilot  School,  we  at  Asa  Messer  continue  to  discover  our  strengths  and  improve  upon  weaknesses. 

FOCUS  TEACHER:  Workshops  that  focused  on  performance  math  helped  spark  discussions  on  various  instructional  methods. 

GRADE  1 TEACHER:  CXjr  new  reading  series  will  provide  selections  that  engage  students  in  the  writing  process.  The  resources  available 
help  us  reach  out  to  the  diverse  school  population. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


jwje&V 

Monthly 

Byafteriy 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

Instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

i 

This  School 

This,  District, 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.23 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

69.26 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

32.09 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.75 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/241 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  r ~ • - ■ --  

targets  for 

adequate  I This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  ; ~ - - - ' - - ' — 


531 


Birch  Vocational  Center 


Providence  District 
Larry  Roberti,  Supervisor 
UNGRADED 
70  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
assessments 


Students  in  this  school  do  not  take  the  state  tests. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Students  in  this  school  do  not  take  the  state  tests. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


9% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

9% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 


100% 


96% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□ WhiteBfBlack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
n Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


Students  in  this  school  do  not  take  the  state  tests. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Birch  Vocational  Center 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words"  r 

Highlights  from  the  j 

school  j This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

*See  Web  ’ 

for  school  goals  


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

52.86 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

88.10 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.67 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.33 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.14 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/14 

336/1 71 2 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/70 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


1 

Students  in  this  school  do  not  take  the  state  tests. 


.583 


28.05 


Camden  Avenue  School 


Providence  District 
Samuel  Greenstein,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
744  Students 
40  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


31 


65 


87 


SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


E 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


20 


39 


39 


50 


15 


44 


19 


38 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Ac.hi.QYed  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably" 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  f 
Range  l 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Partidpalion  Rale  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20-C=L 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


L=J e =T 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

1%  14% 

6%  4% 

25VX\ 

34%  \ 

r\ 

20% 

) 66% 

97% 

40% 

V 

90% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  iBiack  □ Hispanic 

D Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

E3  Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


24%  J 


57% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 

j!\|l  don't  know 


Percentage 

100 

of  students 

80 

who  met  or 

60 

exceeded 

40 

the  standard 

20 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  inform  alien 

0 

on  non-proficient 

students 

. fewer  than 

W io  students 

▲ no  students 

▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 

T 

In/a| 

T-n*  - 

♦♦n  m 

♦ [Ml 

♦r-n  m 

4TU~ 

TTi' 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsfeoVP.I, 
Black 
l-fispartc 
Native  American 
White 
Otha 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Norvpoverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Otha 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  L 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Otha 

Male 

Female 

.5 1 
1 

If 

.is 

Genera)  Education  | 

Poverty  1 
Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l, 
Black 
Ffis  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Otha 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


O 

ERIC 


584 


Camden  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*SeeWeto 
for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  PLAN:  Early  Literacy  Learning  Initiative  (ELLI)  was  chosen  as  our  school  improvement  plan.  Faculty  training  in  it 
began. 

CAMDEN  COZ:  Our  Child  Opportunity  Zone  continued  to  expand  its  services  to  our  students  and  their  families. 

INVOLVEMENT  OF  PTOAND  COMMUNITY:  Both  actively  participated  in  supporting  our  academic  and  our  after-school  enrichment  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  MprttWy 

4 0 BuaWerty 
Several 

3-°  IE% 
2-0^ 


Students  receive 
writing  skis 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  teaming  community  to  on  how  to  help 

fmanipuiatlves,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


: 

.This  School 

This  Districts  _ 

_The„State^„ ] 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  <%) 

81.15 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.38 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

23 

NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

81.73 

73.48 

84.76 

k See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

37.49 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.88 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

16/40 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

17/744 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
I.evpJ  (§).... 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
JpxelCsjL... 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


585 


28.06 


Carl  G.  Lauro  Memorial  School 


Providence  District 
Debra  DeCarlo,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
997  Students 
43  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


35 


SKILLS  I 


84 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


25 


40 


13 


50 


HI 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'O  Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

. O Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

’ B Cons  i’derab’ly’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20-1— -1- 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  . WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


t— nr 


«• 


■a a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


3% 


97% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


18% 


8%  1%  13% 


□ white«Black  Q Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


15% 

•~0 


58% 


Cl  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


10%  3% 

CD 


86% 


I 1 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Q Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


13% 


22% 


52% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 G raduated  from  college 
m I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a] 

★♦♦04 0 

44 

444 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

& |£ 

2 2 
3 % Tj 

HI 

® & o 

1 N/A  1 


>N  >> 

H 


★ThonoT-J 


■ipi  i 

f If  ° 


HI 

§ M J 

S | s 


IU  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Carl  G.  Lauro  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology-Entire  West  Wing  inter-connected;  direct  line  Internet  integrated  science  and  core  with  technology. 
Core  knowledge-Entire  school  using  common  themes. 

Professional  Development-On  going  in  all  areas  to  increase  student  achievement. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


7.0 


Daily> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JVeekfy 


Several 

3 0 


2.0 


Once,  A 
Year" 


1.0  Never 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


[ ■■■■■■ 

„This  School 

This.  District 

The.  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

98.21 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.40 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.26 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

' 23 
NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.30 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

33.78 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.98 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

8/43 

336/1712 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

265/997 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 

80- 

60 

40 

20 


. .m . 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s)i 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
.....1 9X91(8.1 


^L- 33’ 

nil 


NA 


9 

XI 


I 

...  17 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


.,587 


28.07 


Central  High  School 


Providence  District 
Donald  Pastine,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1899  Students 
112  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


36 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


X 

26 

67 

1 

CONCEPTS 

^ 

(ILLS  | 


26 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


30 


39 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D.Achieyed.thQ.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

fl  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

•H*  Considerably — 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

356 

489 

Verbal  average 

349 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

60 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

72 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample, 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data  "m 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 


SKILLS 


80 

60 

40 [St- 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


.ESC. 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


m 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


m 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


70% 


0 


30% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduoed-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


15%  11% 

0 

53% 


20% 


□ White  H Black  ^Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


8%  50/0 

■0 


72% 


□ Non-Recipients 
| ESL  n Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


88% 


FT  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
I~1  Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


26% 


20% 


19% 


20% 


16% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


Fn/a] 

n— n*n— 

i »n 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Central  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 L 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
. school 

*SeeWeb 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 


1 - - 

This  School 

^ This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

68.00 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

69.41 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

103 

NA 

90 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

1.23 

73.48 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

48.34 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.29 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

41/112 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

251/1899 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

37.39 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

62.61 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  J 

: j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


71 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s). 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


28.08 


Charles  Fortes  Elementary  School 


Providence  District 
Nancy  G.  Owen,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
400  Students 
27  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


25 


70 


SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


38 


40 


35 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


fl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


-m- 


n Exemplary 

l . .[D  Proficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

| "Cons id erab’l y" 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Mot  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


60 

40 

20  -Q 

0 qfifiP 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Q' 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized lunch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


14% 


95% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


70% 


O White  HBIack  O Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


89% 

fl  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
El  Self-Contained 


n Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
E]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


| 

..  n 

riT 

|n/a! 

*r1Jlo*» 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/  P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


E| 

|N/A| 

(Ml 

★ 

HO'** 

T 

*H  M 

it  I 

-r 

*♦0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

£i 

1“ 

w 

< 

His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Charles  Fortes  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  DE DICATION-Cel ebration  for  naming  our  new  school  after  Charles  N.  Fortes  and  Harold  Leviton. 

SITE/SCHOOL  BASED  MANAGEMENT  PROPOSAL-Completed  district  RFP  for  S.B.M.  Approved  June  12,  1998,  Providence's  first  Site- 
Based  Managed  School. 

TECHNOLOGY  OPEN  HOUSE-To  announce  the  partnership  between  Microsoft  and  Charles  Fortes,  with  classroom  demonstrations  on 
integrating  technology. 


Response, 

Choices  ~~ ^ 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  g#> 

6.0  gfekly 


4.0  Quarter 
Several 

3.0 

9 n |bhce,A 
20  Year 

1 .o  ffeer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (manipulatwes,  speak  on  different  with  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 „ , 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

69.90 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.00 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

55.11 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

35.61 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.70 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/27 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

6/400 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
.... level  (s).... 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

80 


60 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Classical  High  School 


Providence  District 

Thomas  A.  Mezzanotte,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

1092  Students 

69  Teachers 


Mathematics 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Rl  Health 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


f**l  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■H- Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  516  489 


Verbal  average 

519 

494- 

%of  seniors 
.taking  tests 

99 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 

94 

87 

programs 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

| | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

a. 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


-a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

36% 

16%. 

r 

/H 

r\ 

64%V 

^ 

14% 

1 1 52% 

(J 

( 

) 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

17%  ^ ^ 

D WhiteH  Black  OHispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

O Non-Recipients 
| ESL  [^Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


15% 


50% 


11% 


17% 


FI  Did  not  finish  high  school 
I Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n/a| 

mi: 

o J~1 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American : 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
iited  Engfeh  Proficiency: 
General  Education 

Rl  Writing 


>N  >. 

5 S 

£ I 


2 S 1 1 1 ! 

I Si 


*0 


£ | £ 

75  1 


LU  CD 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Classical  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

(or  school  goals 


Through  its  School  Improvement  Planning  Committee,  Classical  High  School  has  engaged  in  the  thorough  examination  of  relevant 
SALT  Data  and  the  implementation  of  Providence  School  Departments'  OATS  initiative. 

Classical  High  School  has  strengthened  its  foreign  language  program  with  the  adoption  of  a new  three  year  program  in  Spanish 
which  reflects  the  objectives  of  the  OATS  initiative. 

Classical  High  School  has  adopted  and  implemented  a new  ESL  program  which  provides  direct  entry  into  Classical  for 
academically  gifted  students  with  limited  English  proficiency. 


Choices  n 
7.0  Sal 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 p® 

2.0  ;?r-A 

1.0  Negw 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  T eachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 



1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  I 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

73.33 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

87.89 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.01 

87.73 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

107 

90 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.31 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.20 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.14 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/69 

336/1712 

472/10028 

40/1092 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

1.09 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

98.91 

68.46 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
(a  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100- 


80- 


60- 


40 


20- 


90 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


...17 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
leyells).... 


'13" 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jev.elfel. ........ 


- - - -75  - 


25  23 

■ 1 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


593 


28.10 


Dr.  Martin  Luther  King,  Jr.  School 


Providence  District 
Gary  D.  Moroch,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
720  Students 
39  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

14 

m 

80 

25 

Percentage  of 

27 

studentsat  60 

each  performance 

level  on  the  40 

36 

elementary  school 

67 

assessments  20 

23 

0 

— 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


68 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

( GRADE  4) (GRADE  5)  (GRADE  3) 


to 

43 

ZS1 

32 

36: 

13 

7 

43 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .CH  Achieved  .the  Standard 

38 

EH  Exemplary 
EH  Proficient 

— 

61 

— 

38 

39 

31 

EH  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"'EH  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

EH  Below  Proficient 

26 



— 

56 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

21 

19 

23 

32 

21 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

school  who  met  Sampie_  r 

or  exceeded  Ran9e  L 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 


60 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-r~> 

| B 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 


50% 


I 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


50% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


3%  2% 


39% 


46% 


EH  White  HBIack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


90% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


3% 


56% 


^ 18% 

23% 


I ] Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
El  I dont  know 


OQ  -f-f 
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Dr.  Martin  Luther  King,  Jr.  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 
Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ELLI:  K-2  teachers  were  trained  in  the  Early  Learning  Literacy  Initiative. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT:  Twenty  teachers  received  and  participated  in  professional  development  activities  related  to  improving 
writing  instruction. 

RIS D/BROWN/KING  MOSAIC  PROJECT:  More  than  15  children  participated  in  a joint  project  with  RISD  and  BROWN  by  creating  a large 
(8'x8')  mosaic. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3.0  r 


o r\  Once.A 
2 0 year 


1.0  Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

55.88 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

80.31 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.37 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

26 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

85.95 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.88 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.19 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

10/39 

336/1712 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/720 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

■] 


! 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

lev  el  (si  .......  ,.  lev  el.  (si 


43 


37. 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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28.11 


Esek  Hopkins  Middle  School 


Providence  District 
Joseph  Mollica,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
604  Students 
50  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


10 

9 

19 

23 

7 

22 

12 

27 

38 

40 

74 

60 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

27 

56 

: — ■ 

— 

□ Below  the  Standard 

27 

49 

54 

46 

— 

31 

| Little  Evidence  of 

II 

22 

17 

~8~ 

~T 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills] 

1 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

i READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

1 READI NG : BASI C UNDERSTAND!  NG 

9 


42 


□ Exemplary 

. □Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


49 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample  — 
Range 


Actual  — — 
Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 

( Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 

60 


40  - ^ 


n a 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


□ 


Student  eligibility  fa 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

22% 

i% 

9% 

11% 

Characteristics 

A Y2% 

/T\ 

5X] 

of  students 
attending 

( ) 

Y 

) 

this  school 

78% 

25% 

91% 

84% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

Q Not  Eligible 

□white  H BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Native  American 

O Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
□ I don't  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


596 


Esek  Hopkins  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


ERASE  THE  HATE:  Cox  Communications  Program,  anti-violence  ongoing  curriculum. 
THE  WIZARD  OF  OZ:  Major  Dramatics  Presentation  involving  diverse  population. 
NEED  PROJECT:  1st  place  statewide  energy  program/Junior  level. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  [S^iy 


5.0 


Monthly 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3o  |E% 

30  yeaf'A 
1 .o  Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skflls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 


on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


! 

L 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

58.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

91.82 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

83.36 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

89 

82 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

74.40 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

27.02 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.69 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

9/50 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

604/604 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

.level (s 0. ......  level (s). .lAX.0j.feL... 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev  el  (si 
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28.12 


Edmund  W.  Flynn  School 


Providence  District 
Angela  Lombardo,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
575  Students 
34  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

_5_ 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

43 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

33 

assessments 

20 

18 

0 

— 

SKILLS 

32 


CONCEPTS 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


46 


37 


32 


32 


66 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .EH  Achieved  the  Standard 

D Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


43 


O Exemplary 

.□  PrQficient 

f~l  Below  Proficient 

"Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100 

r i 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-CUD. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


18% 

82% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


36% 


3%2%  13% 

( 3 


46% 


EH  White  HBfack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


13% 


86% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


90% 


[~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


12% 


44% 


0 


16% 


28% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  Ngh  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  coliege 
fT!l  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 


ft 

n 


*4 


mm 

$ x < 


±Ql 


.5  $5 


* LU  O 


]N/A| 

It  it- .★★♦ 

1 — 

.★Or — t 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

SpociaJ  Education 
ixted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

[MM 


55 

II 


:3fl!! 

9-55  O 


AH 


■S  |5 
uj  w 

w £ u 


[n/a] 


55 

S $. 


a urn 


mm 

IsSo 


±QL 


5 p 

ID  | 1 


' uj  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Edmund  W.  Flynn  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*Soe  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  Increased  opportunities  for  professional  development  linked  to  school  goals  for  faculty  and  staff. 

GRANTS  & AWARDS:  $219,751.  was  awarded  to  Flynn  School  and  individual  teachers  fora  variety  of  programs,  materials,  and  activities  to 
benefit  students  and  families. 

EARLY  CHILDHOOD  ACCREDITATION:  Flynn  School's  Early  Childhood  Center,  Annex  I was  accepted  to  participate  in  the  state  sponsored 
program  "Keys  to  Quality  Accreditation  Project". 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  §jj&> 

6.0  ^96kly 

Selected 

5.0  tenthly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0 

Several 

findings 

3.0  PH, 

(T eacher  responses)  "ObcaA 

2 0 Yeaf 

1.0  Rey* 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eac hers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Jhis  School • This.District„ The  State 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%)  100.00  83.46  85-98 


2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.83 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.69 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

85.16 

73.48 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

16.17 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.67 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/34 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

93/575 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

levelfs). 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfs). 


80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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28.13 


Flynn  Annex 


Providence  District 
Angela  Lombardo,  Principal 
Grades  PK-K 
109  Students 
7 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5%  1%8% 

18% 

9%  1% 

Ip 

a 

5? 

co 

•<* 

(*) 

93% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

43% 

CD  White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

82% 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

90% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

i 


28.14 

o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Flynn  Annex 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  Increased  opportunities  for  professional  development  linked  to  school  goals  for  faculty  and  staff. 

GRANTS  & AWARDS:  $219,751  was  awarded  to  Flynn  School  and  individual  teachers  fora  variety  of  programs,  materials,  and  activities  to 
benefit  students  and  families. 

EARLY  CHILDHOOD  ACCREDITATION:  Flynn  School’s  Early  Childhood  Center,  Annex  I,  was  accepted  to  participate  in  the  state  sponsored 
program  'Keys  to  Quality  Accreditation  Project". 


Response  

Choices  fr 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 Monthly 


4.0  Qwerty 
Several 

3.0 


,-Year 


2-o  ;?r-A 
1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulatlves,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


1 ~ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

87.83 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.23 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

33.98 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.25 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/7 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

21/109 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

- — — s 

I 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


o 

ERIC 
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28.14 


Flynn  Annex  II 


Providence  District 
Angela  Lombardo,'  Principal 
Grades  03-05 
95  Students 
6 Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

s 

17 

14 

80 

— 

Percentage  of 

14 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

29 

level  on  the 

40 

79 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

40 

0 

mm  . 

CONCEPTS. 


74 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


40 


30 


37 


15 


33 


48 


35 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Achieved  .the  ^tgnd^rd 

□ g^^Achieved  the 

'0  Below  the  Standard  " 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


BEADING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


32 


□ Exemplary 

. .0  Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably  ’ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

100- 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM 

SOLVING 

or  exceeded 

I | 

80- 

fin  - 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

compared  to  the 

ou 
/in  - 

percentage  of 

Data 
Not  

_ 

similar  students 
statewide 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 

_ ro 
O o 

"1 \ -/ 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


□ 3 i=r- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


100% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


25% 


6%  1%  5% 

<9 


□ White  BBIack  0 Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


58% 


42% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


8% 


12% 


© 

80% 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


40% 


27% 

\y  ^ 13% 


20% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 I Graduated  from  college 
0 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60- 
40  - 
20- 
0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


[n/a1 


| s 

n 


hOfrQ 


ili 
i 5 5 


±1 


5 S\5 


r 


’ m O 


[n/a| 

*n»0*0 

-4 

It  4r— i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

In/a  I 


n 


*1  1*0*0 


*! 


ii 

5 5 


.6  f.5 


LLJ  "P  UJ 

in 


’ u]  a 


1 N/A I 

J l*o*o 

h 

**n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

28.15 

o 

ERIC 


PlGdSG  nOtG.  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Flynn  Annex  II 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  Increased  opportunities  for  professional  development  linked  to  school  goals  for  faculty  and  staff. 

GRANTS  & AWARDS:  $219,751  was  awarded  to  Flynn  School  and  individual  teachers  for  a variety  of  program,  materials,  and  activities  to 
benefit  students  and  families. 

EARLY  CHILDHOOD  ACCREDITATION:  Rynn  School's  Early  Childhood  Center,  Annex  I was  accepted  to  participate  in  the  state  sponsored 
program  "Keys  to  Quality  Accreditation  Project". 


Response 

Choices 


rv 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7 0 
6.0 


4 0 plarterly 
Several 

s o jpg, 

2-o 

i o Never 


Uteracy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


[ . . 

This  School 

This  District 

. .The  State i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.83 

74.34 

76.54 

92.11 

87.73 

92.74 

23 

23 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.41 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

29.01 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.74 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/6 

336/1712 

472/10028 

30/95 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  cfistricts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s)l 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s)  ( 


36 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


603 


28.15 


Feinsfein  High  School 


Providence  District 
Anthony  Milano,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
291  Students 
36  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


10 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


8 

32 

56  J J 

] 

CONCEPTS 

48 


15 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□ Achieved  JheStandard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

0 Below  the  Standard  - - - 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

[~"l  Below  Proficient 

■-Considerably** 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

379 

489 

Verbal  average 

386 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

84 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample . 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 

( Part  icpal  ion  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80 
60- 
40- 
20 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


----- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


43% 


1 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


57% 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


13% 


1% 


29% 


28% 


30% 


0 White  ■ Black  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


99% 

0 Non-Recipients 
H ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


91% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


15% 


18% 


36% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 
0 Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 

100 

of  students 

80 

who  met  or 

60 

exceeded 

40 

the  standard 

20 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

0 

a fewer  than 
* io  students 

A no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Ri  Writing 


% | 

I I 


: I f I 1 ! 

i ° 1 1 s ° 


irif  ★ 

0 0 

2 

B 


w o 
-8 


[N/Aj 

★ ★ ♦ ★★  ★ 

~ 1 ♦ 

o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

II 


\k±± 


5 “ 


s £ 

'15  5 


★ 0 


If 
1 1 


LU  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


c p 

u 0 


Feinsteln  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights.1' 


I 


t 


Response 
Choices  R 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5 0 Mptfhty 
4.0 


Several 


3.0 


2-0  ’?^'A 


Numeracy 


Community  and.Parents 


1^9  Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  or  on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

i 

This  School 

This  District. 

_JThe  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.00' 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.18 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

79.51 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

43 

90 

95 

Indicators 



6.  Stability  (%) 

79.48 

73.48 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.82 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.78 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/36 

336/1712 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/291 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

24.24 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

75.76 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100- 


80- 


60- 


40- 


20- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


49 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 


26  24 

i ■ 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Ievel.(s) 


13 

U 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

Jeye[(s)L 


42 


I 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 
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28.16 


Feinstein  School  (formerly  Broad  Street  School) 


Providence  District 
Carrie  E.  Glenn,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
553  Students 
36  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100F 


80 


60 


40 


20 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Lit:: 


32 


39 


35 


68 


28 


52 


f~"1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


[ O Exemplary 

I ..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| "Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  L 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

1 00  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 


20-  «— 

0 twmm} CmiiiP  — 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


l 


] 


CZZI 


am 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized! unch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


90% 


25% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□ White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

5%  50/‘ 

(S 

h) 

28% 

28% 

V 

) 

ia 

W 

90% 

n Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

34% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a| 

li 

★04  [Ml 

*rh)Hfc 

★oTI  fWAl 

Or-r# 

_T 

★fV— i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male, 

Female 

Special  Education 
nited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty  1 
Non-poverty  1 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male  [ 
Female  ‘ 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Feinstein  School  (formerly  Broad  Street  School) 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997-1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Professional  Development:  Due  to  Article  31  and  federal  schoolwide  monies  we  were  able  to  host  8 math  workshops,  2 tech.  Workshops 
and  4 First  Step  workshops  for  teachers. 

All  Day  ESL  Kindergarten:  We  replaced  the  half  day  program  with  an  all  day  program.  Reading  assessment  scores  increased  and  nine 
students  (out  of  26)  were  able  to  exit  the  program. 

School  Name  Change:  The  school  name  has  been  changed  to  the  Alan  Shawn  Feinstein  Broad  Street  Elementary  School.  Mr.  Feinstein 
has  donated  $100,000  to  the  school  which  will  help  to  establish  a theater  program  and  purchase  other  supplies  and  equipment. 


Choices  \ 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 Monthly 

4.0  §^ter|y 

Several 

3-o  Gm 

2.0  ;?^-a 

1.0  Key* 


Literacy 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Numeracy 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


Community  and  Parents 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

. 86.52 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.16 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

26 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

79.48 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.82 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.78 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/36 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

30/553 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

t 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

100  Loyel(s)....  ; 


80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(sl 



level  (si 



level(sl 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


607 


28.17 


George  J.  West  School 


Providence  District 
Isabella  Lee,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
834  Students 
47  Teachers 


100 

80 

23 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

37 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

32 

0 

.. 

B 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


75 


CONCEPTS 


69 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


17 


35 


37 


17 


36 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .the _§  tender'd 

O Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


I WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


32 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  mJLm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


iHMftJ JlMMD 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


I =] 

D 

a 

1 1 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7%1% 

13% 

oo,  6% 

8%  ^ — 

r\ 

w 

32%(a^  42% 

93% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

18% 

CH  White  H Black  Q Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

87% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

86% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
[]]  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
|!\]  I don't  knew 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


r 

[ 

i 

\t 

i 

| 

T 

fWAl 

★iTU  a 

>s  >» 

| S 
£ | 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[ N/A  | 

Special  Education  [£- 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency  m- 
General  Education  S 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I N/A  1 

Ln* 

fN/A  | 

*TTun* 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 

Black 

Hfcrwnir 

Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 

General  Education  | 

Poverty  1 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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George  J.  West  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


"Pirates  of  Penzance"  the  Ocean  State  Lyric  Opera  performed  "Pirates  of  Penzance  with  George  J.  West  students  as  part  of  their  music 
classes. 

Laptops  for  Teachers -a  Goals  2000  Working  Wonders  II  Grant  initiated  a program  to  provide  portable  computers  to  George  J.  West  teachers. 

Individual  Professional  Development-individual  teachers  were  able  to  pursue  their  individual  professional  development  needs  through  a 
Working  Wonders  II  Grant. 


Choices 

7.0  M 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 Quarterly 

3.0 


ftS* 

A -Year 


? n 'Once.A 
* ° Year 

1.0  Key* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


„_jrhis„SchooL 

This.  District 

The_State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.26 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.74 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.90 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

81.04 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.84 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.80 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/47 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

177/834 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95  - 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


} Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

! 

] data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

1 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING : ANALYSIS  & I INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

level(s) 

level(s) 

Jevel(sjL.. 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


609 


28.18 


Gilbert  Stuart  School 


Providence  District 

Joseph  M.  McGuire,  Act.  Principal 

Grades  K-06 

859  Students 

58  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

Z3Z 

80 

26 

29 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

36 

66 

assessments 

20 

29 

0 

na  , 

CONCEPTS 


1 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


29 


16 


38 


34 


40 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  Standard 

l~~l  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
••  -Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


-R 


I d Exemplary 

I . .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I | Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  m 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20-CZ3- 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


■a- 


Q 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


11% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


57% 

CD  WhiteBBIack  dHispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


El  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
IXjldont  know 


Mathematics 


Percent  aae  <SKI^> 

of  students  on 

ou 

who  met  or  erv 

DU 

exceeded 

4Q 

the  standard 

* 20 

See  Web  „ pN/Al 

0** 

for  more  information  0 ^ 

on  non-proficient  % 

students  § § 

"I 

. fewer  than  2 

« 10  students 

A no  students  - 
▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I N/A 1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


1— ] 

|n/a 

!♦!  looo 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

5 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I N/A  1 

1 000 

I 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


A 

610 


Gilbert  Stuart  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


DARE  PROGRAM:  To  educate  children  on  the  danger  of  drugs  and  to  provide  students  with  the  tools  to  deal  with  peer  pressures. 

GAS  COMPANY  READERS/MENTORS:  Gas  Company  Readers/Mentors  volunteers  from  Providence  Gas  read  to  classes  on  a weekly 
basis,  as  well  as  provided  mentors  for  individual  students. 

MINI-SOCIETY:  Economics/Social  Studies  unit  teaching  government,  finance,  entrepreneurship  and  concepts  of  economics. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £*iy> 


5.0  MonJWy 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3.0  K3& 


2.0 


Once,  A 
Year' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  repents 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


r 

This jSchoql  _ 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

67.92 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.49 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.76 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

84.11 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

24.89 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.21 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

9/58 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

148/859 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100- 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(§)  level  (si  level(sl  . J eye  I (si . . . . 


80  - 


60 


40- 


30 


20- 


NA 


1 


..1ft. 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


47 


I 


-86-- 


NA 


NA 


_|^_NA_ 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 


2001 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 


2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERLC 
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28.19 


Hope  High  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


— 

-3- 

_5_ 

15 

=£= 

29 

41 

19 

=3= 

25 

63 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

38 

72 

. . . .□  Achiey.Qd.th?.  Standard. . . 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

44 

80 

39 

68 

42 

— 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

22 

20 

22 

~S~ 

34 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS^ 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Providence  District 
Harry  Potter,  Principal 
Grades  07-12 
1300  Students 
109  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 


(GRADE  7) 


□ Exemplary 

Pjpficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


29 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

I I 

80 

Range 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

( Part  icpal  ion  Rate  < 80%) 

O 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 





English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

8%  2% 

11% 

*(C 

46%  f 54% 

46%V  33% 

^ ^ 77% 

C: 

J 

85% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white H BlackD  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

0 Native  American 

0 Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percent  aae  -mn  (SKILLS) 

of  students  pn 

OU 

who  met  or 

OU 

exceeded 

An 

4U 

the  standard 

OQ  

* See  Web  |N/a] 

J7 

for  more  information  U >,  ^ 

on  non-proficient  "S  "S 

students  S i 

“■  1 

a fewer  than  z 

^ 10  students 

▲ no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

0 no  test-takers  J 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


1 — , 

f 

|N/A| 

Or-.*  [M] 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
filed  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hope  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words"  

Highlights  from  the  j 

school  | This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights."  j 

* See  Web  I f 

for  school  goals 


Response 

Choices 

7.0  My> 

6.0  jw^ieWy 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

survey 

4.0  Quarterly 

Several 

findings 

(T eacher  responses)  bnce,A 

*-u  Dfeaf 

i.o 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulates,  speak  on  different  with  school 
labs,  projects)  topics  work 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.26 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

66.97 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

75.95 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

73 

NA 

82 

NA 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

54.77 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

53.32 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.65 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

11/109 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

657/1300 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

48.49 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

51.51 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
lev$l  (s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 
. level(s) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


G13 


28.20 


Hope  High  School 


Providence  District 
Harry  Potter,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1300  Students 
109  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 


(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


34 


37 


27 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.Achtey.Qd.th9.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- □ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably --- 
Below  Proficient 


22 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  364  489 


Verbal  average  352  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  83  64 


% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound  32 
programs 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample « 

Range  1 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Actual  — 


60- 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rato  < 80%) 


40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 

Students  receiving  special 

ethnic  backgrounds 

or  bilingual  education 

education  services 

7%  1 % 

atST 

8%  2% 

11% 

4%  / — 

rx 

46%/ 

r 

mi  ) 

/V 

\ 

( 54% 

V ) 

V 

) 

46% 

^ *77% 

V. 

85% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

f~l  Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

H ESL  □Bilingual 

H Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Hope  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 


I 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher 


7.0 


6.0  £V$ek!y 

5.0  fenfhly 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

30  EUR 

9 n <Dnce.A 
2 0 Year 

10  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  uses  Teachers  give 
writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  parents  as  suggestions 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  resources  or  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (manipulates,  volunteers  with  school 

ins  t met  ion  labs,  projects)  work 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.26 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

66.97 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

75.95 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

73 

90 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

54.77 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

53.32 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.65 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

11/109 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

657/1300 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

48.49 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

51.51 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


615 


28.20 


Laurel  Hill  Avenue  School 


Providence  District 
Erick  M.  Irizarry,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
557  Students 
33  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


43 


0 - 
SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


45 


34 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Cl  Achieved  .th.Q  .St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


[^Exemplary 

[ . .□  Proficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

ConsiderabTy" 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  | ■ 

Range  I I 


Actual  — 

Data  ^ 

Not  —Um 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


100 
80- 
60- 
40  - 
20  - 
0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


aSb 


(^t] r»Qn-- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


7% 


93% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1%  19% 

(Ti. 

60%V  18% 


□ White  iBIack  Q Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


26% 


74% 


CH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


9% 

/p.  23% 

32%( 

36% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
[Xjl  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


! N/A  | 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

2§ 

LL 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Laurel  Hill  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


Early  Literacy  Learning  Initiative  (ELLI). 
Parent  Center. 

Crusade  Program. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 

6.0 

Selected 

5.0  Mofahly 

SALT 

4.0  Quarterly 

survey 

Several 

findings 

30  re 

(Teacher  responses)  Once, A 

20  year^ 

1 0 Never 

[ ^ 

This.School  

Jhis  District 

The..  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

42.11 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

40.69 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

90.38 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 

|p»/|  |aq4  A B*  c* 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

21 

NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  {%) 

73.50 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

27.48 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.98 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/33 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/557 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  | 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (§) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si  .. 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


80 


60 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


G17 


28.21 


Laurel  Hill  Annex 


Providence  District 
Erick  M.  Irizarry,  Principal 
Grades  K-02 
303  Students 
20  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


I . i 

! This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Deoartment  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Student  eligibility  fa 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

• 

98% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

17% 

62%  

D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
dl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

34% 

i%v;  J6 6% 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

5%  3% 

© 

92% 

I~1  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


28.22 


618 


Laurel  Hill  Annex 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Early  Literacy  Learning  Initiative  (ELLI). 
NAEYC  Accreditation  Process  Overview. 
Ongoing  professional  staff  development. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 

6.0  jWojkfy 

Selected 

5 0 Monthly 

SALT 

4.0  Quarterly 

survey 

Several 

findings 

30  1W2, 

(Teacher  responses)  Once  A 

20  Year 

1.0  New* 

Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mat  hemal  cal 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatfves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


i 

This  School 

This  District . 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

42.11 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

87.98 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

74.79 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

35.69 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.00 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

62/20 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/303 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  r 

I 

targets  for  { 

adequate  i This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly 

progress  


UTU 


28.22 


Mary  E.  Fogarty  School 


Providence  District 
Hortensia  Emanuel,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
593  Students 
32  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


76 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


29 


36 


19 


35 


45 


40 


36 


43 


35 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the.St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□Below the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


80 

60 

40 

20-B- 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  pro 


programs 


100% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


32% 


10%  6% 

9 


□ white>Black  I I Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


61% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


89% 


□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


43% 


23% 

13% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


) 

1 

1 

. . i — i. 

if 

|n/a| 

★1  ho#* 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  1 

ioiGifc* 

♦ r- 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
He  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

[n/a] 


h 


jJTio*ozCii=D 


_ _ 
cL-jr! 


*1 


15 

5 6 


5 


.g  i 

re? 


UJ  O 


[Ml 

H 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Astan/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

special  taucauon 
irted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Mary  E Fogarty  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOLWIDE  GRANT:  Funds  used  to  upgrade  computer  lab  and  purchase  additional  material  to  implement  programs  for  school 
improvement. 

ARTICLE  31:  Funds  used  forteachers  in-service  computer  workshops. 

GRANT  INITIATIVE  WORKING  WONDERS  II:  Funds  to  be  used  to  update  wiring  at  Mary  E.  Fogarty  School  for  high  technological 
capabilities. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


70  . 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  guarterty 
Several 

3.0 

9 n ftnce^A 
20  Year 

1.0  tey* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
thetr  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


i 

This  School  

This  District 

The  State | 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.42 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

84.21 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

97.00 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

81.08 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.39 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.11 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

15/32 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

23/593 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  <%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

68.46 

. 82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev$l(sl 


60 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


i 

j 

! 

'I 


19 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

..Jey§i(s]L.. 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


JeveKsJt . 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


„621 

f T 


28.23 


Mount  Pleasant  High  School 


Providence  District 
Nancy  Mullen,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1587  Students 
102  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Percentage  of. 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


pc 

3= 

X 

38 

28 

38 

47 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 

28 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• 0 Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

66 

57 

36 

29 

■ 

10 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


[“I  Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■•Considerably — 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

377 

489 

Verbal  average 

358 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

85 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

71 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample ■ 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  — JL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100- 
80  - 
60- 
40  • 
20  - 
0 - 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


•[Sfe 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


subsidizi 


eligibility 
:eal  Linen 


programs 


47% 


53% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


12% 


24% 

42%  21% 


D White  ■ Black  □ Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


or  bilingual 


ceiving 

educati 


:ion 


90% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


89% 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


27% 


16% 


21% 

21°/X 

' 16% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

01  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% % 
3 3 


■ 

£L  $ 


1115 

f I88 


★ 0 


w o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|n/a| 

♦ ilo-T 

★ 0 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera]  Education 

Rl  Writing 


i i 

1 1 


~m#rT 
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I I 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Mount  Pleasant  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


MENTORING:  Teachers  new  to  Mount  Pleasant  High  School  are  mentored  by  veteran  teachers. 

ACADEMY  EXPANSION:  Academies  at  Mount  Pleasant  High  School  continue  to  expand  acceptances  and  increase  teaming  of 
students  and  teachers. 

PORTFOLIO  DEVELOPMENT:  Academy  and  other  teachers  work  together  to  create  a template  for  portfolio  development. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


L 

This.School 

.This  District. 

The  State i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

61.54 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

66.55 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

83.28 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

102 

90 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.63 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.06 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.55 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

17/102 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

789/1587 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

35.20 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

64.80 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


j Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year f 
j data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (sj 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


; 6 2 3 


28.24 


Nathan  Bishop  Middle  School 


Providence  District 

Albert  Paranzino,  Acting  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

701  Students 

62  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


20 


27 


13 


25 


B 

SKILLSl 


30 


CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


39 


70 


Pi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . □ AQhi9y^dJh9.$tandard. . . 

ED  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' ED  Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


u 2. 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


H Exemplary 

. . □P.rpfi.Qient 

ED  Below  Proficient 

" '■ "Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample — j 
Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


dZ □ 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  . WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


emu 


-CZZD- 


nu 


-Q- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

26%^-^^ 

9%  3% 

KP\!8% 

12% 

12% 

r\ 

28%  [ NL  J 

( ^ ) 

/V 

\ 

74% 

E & 

33% 

w 

87% 

J 

84% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

ED  Not  Eligible 

EDwhite  ■ BlackED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
H Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

ED  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
EDSelf-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


10% 


27% 


16% 


12% 


35% 

ED  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  hk£i  school 
ED  Graduated  from  college 
EnI  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


>N  >» 

I £ 

n 


-■il  in 

“lr° 

<D 


£ 


nt 

o 


FnTaI 


>>  > 

i! 


: 111 1 1 

rtr° 


El 


.5  | .5 

UJ  5 UJ 

3 <3 


m w O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Nathan  Bishop  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  P 

scho°l  | This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights". 

*See  Web  j 

for  school  goals  »■  - — - — 


t 

i 

.j 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  jw$&My 

5.0 

4 0 SyaHerly 
Several 

3.0 

2-0  ^ 

1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasonarg  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  riagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


r 

Thjs  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

62.71 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.60 

74.34 

76.54 

82.46 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

84 

82 

86 

65.40 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

39.95 

30.39 

19.71 

94.95 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

10/62 

336/1712 

472/10028 

142/701 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 



Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s 

INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

Financial  Information 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Nathanael  Greene  Middle  School 


Providence  District 
John  Short,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
915  Students 
64  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) (GRADE  8) 


16 

9 

13 

15 

Z2Z 

-5- 

24 

~3Z 

6 

28 

13 

10 

45 

1 

69 

64 

[^Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □_ Aqhjey.Qd  the.S.tandard. . . 

□ Neatly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

20 

22 

33 

— 

37 

— 

38 



□ Below  the  Standard 

28 

43 

— 

B Little  Evidence  of 

38 

. 

32 

21 

25 

“Achievement 

B 

14 

nr 

nr 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

concepts! 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


15 

□ Exemplary 

39  l~~l  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

IB  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


46 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample  — 
Range 


[=□ 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 


80 


Actual  — 60 


Data  r % 

Not  —JLm 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

11%  1% 

/\  y™ 

29%  l iL 

23% 

□whiteBBIackQ  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 

5% 

9% 

attending 
this  school 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

95% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

89% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

“d* 

ERIC 


Nathanael  Greene  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Awards-students  won  the  Statewide  Science  Olympiad  Competition  and  competed  in  the  National  Competition.  The  students  ranked  #1 
in  the  State  in  Grade  6,  7 and  8 in  the  New  England  Math  League  Competition.  Students  took  1st  place  in  NewsBowl  Competition. 

Arts -Nathanael  Greene  Middle  School  Performing  Arts  Company  performed  its  Spring  Performance  to  over  3,500  students  and  parents. 

Professional  Development-supported  by  Article  31  and  Carnegie  funding,  teachers  participated  in  Professional  Development  in  areas  of 
Integration  of  our  Health  lnitiative;Technology  into  classroom  instmction;integration  of  standards  based  instruction. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


\ o 


6.0  (Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Qualerty 
Several 

3-0  £$& 

n frnce,A 
20  year 

1 .0  Neyw 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manpulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

... The.  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.94 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.74 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

89.04 

87.73 

92.74 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

102 

82 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

82.21 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.86 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.07 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled /Total  # of  Teachers* 

4/64 

336/1712 

472/10028 

270/915 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


49 

44  


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jevel.  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


I 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (sj 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

levelfs)  


tl ill 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


...  JeyfJ  (s).. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


627 


28.26 


Oliver  Hazard  Perry  Middle  School 


Providence  District 
Dr.  Jorge  Alvarez,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
855  Students 
35  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


9 

22 

9 

15 

25 

13 

:c 

25 

45 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □ .Achieved  Ah9.$.tandarcl. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

— 

52 

— 

59 

41 

— 

75 

74 

— 

69 

30 

44 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 

26 

34 

_ 

Achievement* 

La. i 

11 

10 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPT  si 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


Exemplary 

H Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| "Con  s i d'erab  I y 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample  — 
Range 


Mathematics  (grades) 


SKILLS 

100 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  —JL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 


40 

20  -j  I 


a 


a 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  . WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Q 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
:ecTlunch 


subsidize 


programs 


77% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


8% 

0. 

57% 


□white  I BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


11% 


18% 


65% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
[J3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


84% 

□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


28% 


18% 


21% 


23% 


10% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H G raduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


1 

1 

| 

T- 

[n/a] 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  I 

♦♦ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A  1 

A Ar— iAi  rA 

0 ♦rn 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

[n/a[ 
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II 


W 1+ 
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! 5 6 
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PIG3SG  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Oliver  Hazard  Perry  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


I This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights'1. 

i 

i . 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  Information 


Financial  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  . ...  .1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.87 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

82.35 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

89 

82 

86 

76.35 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.96 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.92 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/35 

336/1712 

472/10028 

313/855 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80  — 


60 


40 


20 

0 


10 

_CL 

1998 

Actual 


.18 


2001 

Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levol(s)[  .. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


9 

CL 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

levQlCsJ...  


74 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


JeveJ  (s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(§) 


11  10 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


o 

ERLC 
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Pleasant  View  School 


Providence  District 
Robert  Rao,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
477  Students 
43  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

40 


16 


SKILLS 


33 


62 


CONCEPTS 


59 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


46 


23 


25 


38 


30 


33 


38 


39 


20 


39 


45 


40 


D. 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  the  Standard 

fl  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


15 


f tU  Exemplary 

I F~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I ■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample  , , 

Range  — i | 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.r s. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


79% 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


9% 


36% 


<X> 


36% 


19% 

d White  HBIack  CH  Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


19% 


81% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


38% 


1 5% 

(/^  “% 
23% 

[ I Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
|!*n  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 
80 
60 
40 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n7a[ 


>s  >. 

b r 

£1 


M t Pi  to 


'I 


£ J 

I 5 o 


| 

l 

uj  5 s 


|n/a| 

★ ♦♦QrnO 

++ 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[N/A 1 


H 


Lk 


Jfi| 

rtf  ° 


III 

HI  J HI 

3 


w £ o 
■8 


[nmI 


>s  >s 

II 


IDUQ. 


*1 


II 

56 


si 


±M 


.S  S-.5 


1 ui  o 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Pleasant  View  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology  Team-the  amount  granted  was  $82,500.  Pleasant  View  will  wire  the  school,  purchase  computers  and  software  and  be  able  to 
train  staff. 

Professional  Development-with  Article  31  funds  Pleasant  View  staff  attended  many  workshops  focused  on  improving  instruction  and 
increasing  assessment  scores. 

G-Tech  Team-Pleasant  view  was  selected  as  a G-Tech  school  in  developing  a School  Report  Card  for  1997-98  school  year. 


Response 
Choices  JT 

7.o 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  ©» 
2-0^-A 
1.0  New*. 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  T eachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulairves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

j ' 

This  School 

l^ispis.trict 

The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.44 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.72 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

88.57 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

68.66 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

32.09 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.95 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

8/43 

336/1712 

472/10028 

14/477 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


J 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  J 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


lev  el  (s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l  (si 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  Cs). 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  CsX 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


631 


28.28 


Reservoir  Avenue  School 


Providence  District 
Eileen  Biancuzzo,  Act. 
Grades  K-05 
317  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


15 


24 


27 


36 


58 


15 


22 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CD  Achi.Qyed  the .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ CH  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


R 


O Exemplary 

. .O  -Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'B  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — ““ 
Data 

Not  ^tm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpatkxi  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80- 

60 

40- 

20- 

o- 


M at  hematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


..a. 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


n- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

18% 

c 

22% 

r\ 

7%  3% 

31% 

29% 

RR 

RR 

100% 

100% 

90% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CD  WhiteBBIack  CDHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


41% 


15% 

ru 

V 26% 

19% 

[ I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
[~1  Graduated  from  college 
ITT!  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I 

I 

l 

★oil’ 

Ml 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|n/a| 

★Or-, 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
filed  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

★ofl 

|N/A| 

★★★o  ★★ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|N/A| 

^★★o^ 

T 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AslarVP.I. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Profictency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Reservoir  Avenue  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


”ln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

, for  school  goals 


ACADEMIC  GOAL:  As  a SALT  Pilot  School,  we  continue  to  implement  content  and  strategies  for  high  standard  learning. 
GRANTS  (Technology):  Rl  Legislative  Grant  $8,500.  Working  Wonders  and  Champlin  Foundation  Grant  $30,000. 

PARENT  INVOLVEMENT:  Child  Opportunity  Zone;  establishment  of  a tutorial  after-school  program  for  Reservoir  School  children. 


Choices 

70  .. 
6.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 


Several 


3.0 


2.0 


' Year 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


io  * 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  \ Students  use 
mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

1 ; 

This  School 

This  District 

_ The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.12 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

79.28 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.25 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5 . S p an  of  Responsi  bi  1 i ty  (M  iddl  e & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

72.00 

73.48 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

38.40 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.46 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

336/1712 

472/10028 

54/317 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

.... ••  --- '] 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  innext  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level($) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s). 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s)t 


.37.. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


27  25 

1 1 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s)t 


20 


» ~~ — 

II 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


3 
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Robert  F.  Kennedy  School 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


35 


40 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Providence  District 

Eileen  McCormick  Koshgarian,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
573  Students 
24  Teachers 


10 

9 

21 

37 

59 

52 

. 



B 

English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

( GRADE  5) 


49 


39 


24 


24 


34 


27 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ,D  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '0  Below  the  Standard  ' " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

0 PrQficient 

1 I Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
lizecflunch 


subsidize 


programs 


47% 


3 


53% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


9% 


1% 


20% 


14% 


56% 


□ White  H Black  I i Hispanic 
C Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


13% 


87% 


Cl  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


16% 

44%  j 

\D 

32% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
W io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


tm 


>>  >> 

n 


s-Sfiii 


5 i 


(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


★0 


.5 


1 £ o 
■8 


pq 

Ia> — 1QI  1^ 

*0n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Profictency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A 1 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Robert  F.  Kennedy  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY -Our  computer  lab  is  fully  connected  to  the  Internet. 

ARTIST  & AUTHOR  OF  THE  MONTH  PROGRAM-Outstanding  student  authors  and  artists  are  recognized  and  showcased  each  month. 

P.T.O.  Small  Grants-P.T.O.  funded  approximately  $5,000  this  year  to  support  technology,  art,  music  and  physical  education  school 
programs. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  §iiy> 

6.0  jWeekfy 

5.0  MoftWy 


4.0  gLMarterty 

Several 
o n Times 
AYear 

o n Once, A 
2 0 Year 

1 .0  .Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School ... 

This  District 

The  State^ 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

61.76 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.43 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.24 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.75 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.91 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.24 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/24 

336/1712 

472/10028 

4/573 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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635 


28.30 


Robert  L.  Bailey,  IV  Elementary  School 


Providence  District 
Dr.  Anthony  Tutalo,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
323  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


66 


0 

SKILLS 


66 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


17 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  the  .Standard  . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

’ EH  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


"Tel- 


O Exemplary 

. O Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 

Actual  — 1 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

10Q  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 

40 

2o-ri — __•••• 

0 t—J CZZ3... 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENT IONS 


o- 


Student  elia 
subsidized 

libility  for 
lunch  programs 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


100% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


22% 


17%  11% 

0 

0%  ^ 


EH  White  MBIack  d Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
EH  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


6% 


46% 


C 


47% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


11% 


87% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
n Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
[TTl  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

.fewer  than 
★ io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers . 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Robert  L.  Bailey,  IV  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


EFFECTIVE  SCHOOLS:  Staff  began  implementation  of  the  "Effective  School  Model”  as  the  organizational  structure  for  Robert  L.  Bailey 
Elementary  School. 

Staff  DEVELOPMENT:  Staff  continued  training  in  the"Effective  School  Model"  throughout  the  1998-99  school  year. 

PROPOSAL:  Develop  Mission  Statement,  Philosophy  and  Goals  for  R.L.  Bailey  Elementary  School  which  opened  in  September  1996. 


Response 
Choices  ft 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 ^yatterty 

3.0 


era! 

Year 


2-0 

1.0  Reyw 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skttts  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(marupuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eac hers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  Schools  _ . 

,,  .This. District, 

The,  State 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

89.47 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

89.13 

87.73 

92.74 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

62.18 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

48.03 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.86 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

336/1712 

472/10028 

17/323 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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progress 
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(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

........... 

l 


31 

24 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


3.8. 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


-Ifr  -f 


2001 


Target 


24 

. .17. 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jev^lCsX 


69 


1998  2001 
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28.31 


Roger  Williams  Middle  School 


Providence  District 
Stephen  Provenzo,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
891  Students 
76  Teachers 
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SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
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PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

I READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 
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(GRADE  7) 


41 
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■ Considerably 
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similar  students 
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English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.SSSSD.. 
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Reduced-Lunch 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Roger  Williams  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goats 


TECHNOLOGY-Recei  ved  $1 0,000  Technology  Initiative  Grant  and  $36,21 5 Working  Wonder  Grant  to  wire  the  building  for  internet  access 
and  the  purchase  of  additional  computers.  We  opened  a third  computer  lab. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-Held  21  school  based  workshops  for  teachers-1 3 technology  related,  6 OATS  Frameworks,  conflict 
resolution  and  cultural  sensitivity. 

ORGANIZATIONAL  CHANGES-Implementation  of  monthly  faculty  meetings,  monthly  department  nights  with  department  chairs  and  core 
teachers.  Staff  approval  of  rotating  schedule  for  1998-99.  Successful  use  of  planning  time  for  teachers. 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  jw§ekfy 

5.0  pSfowy 

4.0  |S^y 
Several 

3-o  MBi 
2-o|^A 


1.0  g> gw* 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
{manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


f " “ ^ ‘‘“u  1 < 

1 

This  School 

This  District  

The  State ] 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.61 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

86.77 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

91 

82 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

73.23 

73.48 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

32.05 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.79 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/76 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

583/891 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


' Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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28.32 


Sacketf  Street  School 


Providence  District 
Karen  Leach,  Principal 
Grades  PK-5 
476  Students 
31  Teachers 
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WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 
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(GRADE  3) 
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English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 
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of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized! unch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 
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Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 
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■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
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■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


1 | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 
ED  Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 
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* See  Web 
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English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sackett  Street  School 


information  Ivories/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Every  classroom  was  equipped  with  at  least  2 computers.  School  adopted  a new  reading  series  in  English  & Spanish  for  all  students  in 
grades  K-5.  Students  helped  create  the  school's  first  Web  page. 

Construction  was  started  on  a new  gymnasium,  additional  classrooms  and  offices. 

Teachers  raised  over  $325,000  in  grant  money  to  improve  the  school  program.  The  Family  Literacy  Center  and  the  Elmwood  Community 
Center  expanded  their  programs  to  reach  more  members  of  the  community. 
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(Teacher  responses) 
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Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

Klatives, 
ojects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  l 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

83.87 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

67.72 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

93.41 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

26 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

78.27 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

23.57 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

95.52 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/31 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

15/476 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  {%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (s). 


80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

level  (si  JeyeKsjL.. 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


641 


28.33 


Samuel  W.  Bridgham  Middle  School 


Providence  District 
Robert  E.  Lee,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
664  Students 
58  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


=S= 

21 

F3= 

8 

14 

10 

11 

24 

12 

34 

31 

38 

43 

72 

54 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 

60 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

— — l 

□ Below  the  Standard 

28 

45 

40 

45 

— 

40 

| Little  Evidence  of 

_ 

— 

23 

Achievement 

15 

Jl 

~6~ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


57 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
simitar  students 
statewide 


100- 


Mathematics  (GRADE  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Sample  - 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  a*i 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


80 

60 

40 

2°-a- 


D 


'£*■]' 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


14% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


22% 


12% 


25% 


41% 


□white  H BlackD  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


11% 


© 


89% 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


84% 


□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
□Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents1  education 


40% 


21% 


14% 


13% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | G raduated  from  college 
El  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
**  10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


N/A 


>.  >. 

§ s 


jfill 

4po 


~ ioH 


5 5*5 


1 uJ  0 


I N/A  I 

-rn*rT 

!> 

i*  on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asia/VP.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|nm! 


if 

1 


TTurfTT  ion 


*! 


§15 

5 5 


5 M 

uj|uj 

3 ^ ^ 

lU 

O'  £0 


I N/A  | 


>>  >> 

I! 


j 1 till 


S u.S 


1 m 0 

^3 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


ERIC 


Samuel  W.  Bridgham  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


OATS  Demonstration  School-Bridgham  is  one  of  the  three  middle  schools  designated. 

School  Partnership-Bank  Boston  provides  tutors /mentors  for  61  students  at  Bridgham  Middle  School. 

Computers  & Tech  no  logy -Computers  and  technology  are  provided  throughout  Bridgham  to  prepare  students  for  the  21st  Century. 


Response 
Choices  |y 

r>,. . 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  We^ly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  liberty 

Several 
q n Times 
6 U A-Year 

0 n "Once  A 
2 0 Year 

1.0 


Numeracy 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign  The  school  invites 


hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School  , 

This  District 

The  State., j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.19 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.15 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

87.69 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

102 

82 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

75.36 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

28.33 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.42 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

15/58 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

305/664 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(s)  level(s)  level  (s)  level(s) 


80 


60 


40  ■ 


20  ■ 


10 


u 


45  i 


i"'i2 


II 


L: 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


28.34 


Textron  Chamber  of  Commerce  Academy 


Providence  District 
Richard  Landau,  Act.  Director 
Grades  09-12 
193  Students 
14  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

SKILLS 


4 

36 

36 

38 

38 

62 

58 

27 

E]  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ AchieyMthe.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


PI  Exemplary 

["I  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

®-  Considerably--* 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

358 

489 

Verbal  average 

352 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

98 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

27 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1.  V.  1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


'□ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


ia% 


8%  1% 

ATT 

40%  \ 

29% 


1% 


99% 


21% 


21% 


21% 


87% 


13% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
n Not  Eligible 


El  White®  Black  El  Hispanic 
El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


El  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  | | Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


El  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
El  Self-Contained 


E3  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
l~~l  Graduated  from  college 
Ell  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[N/Aj 

★★★ 

♦ ♦ 

0 0 ♦ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

2 § 
Li. 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Textron  Chamber  of  Commerce 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Receipt  of  State  Charter-State  Charter  received  6-26-97.  The  school  is  now  in  its  second  year  as  a Charter  School. 

Board  of  Directors  assembled  the  first  Charter  School  in  Rl-The  school's  Board  of  Directors  is  comprised  of  1/3  parents,  1/3  staff,  1/3 
business  mentors.  The  Board  met  13  times  in  the  first  year. 

100  % transition  rate  of  graduates-class  of  *98  accepted  to  college,  entering  the  military,  or  wording  full-time  with  a Chamber  of 
Commerce  Member. 


Response  _ 
Choices 

7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eac her  responses) 


6.0  jWeefciy 

tenthly 

Utterly 

Several 


5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 


'OlXKfcA 

iVear 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Community  and  Parents 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


l ' ’•  ' ' - 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

76.92 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.29 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.00 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

60 

90 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

76.40 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.80 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.90 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/14 

336/1 71 2 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

55/193 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

14.90 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

85.10 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

............  , , 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 

; 


64 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


45 


28.35 


Vartan  Gregorian  Elementary  School  at  Fox  Point 


Providence  District 
Mary  Brennan,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
447  Students 
37  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


74 


CONCEPTS 


10 


85 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


55 


30 


15 


48 


15 


43 


15 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .Q  Achieved  .the  Standard 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

" '□  Below  the  Standard 

Little  Evidence  of 
■ Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Ri  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

■ 'Cons  i’derably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual 


Data  4% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

o- 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


m 


[iCL smXd. 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.Gqfc 


-4»- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


85% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


13% 


35% 


26% 

Q 

26% 


C3  White  BBIack  Q Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


32% 


68% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


11% 


81% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
Q Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


18% 


76% 


[ I Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
E]  I donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


MIdD 


^ >, 

i S 


A 


r:  If  ||  | 

: o 1 1 s o 

I *! 


||| 
m 'P  m 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/Al 

0 ♦♦0n0 

♦r- 

WWf — i 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

..  j — L 

[nm! 

ol  hon* 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

In/a| 

oftaoO* 

T 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Vartan  Gregorian  Elementary  School  at 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ELLI:  ELLI  (Early  Literacy  Learning  Initiatives)  was  fully  implemented  in  grades  K-2. 

NEW  SCHOOL  NAME:  Our  school  was  newly  named  "Vartan  Gregorian  Elementary  School  @ Fox  Point." 
SITE -BASED:  Vartan  Gregorian  became  one  of  2 schools  in  Providence  designated  as  site-based  managed. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  ^ty 

5.0  Monthly 


2-0  ?£?  A 


1.0  Reyer 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
vrark 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

Jhis  School 

This  District 

The  State  \ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.19 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.86 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

83.30 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

27.19 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.86 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/37 

336/1712 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/447 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

) • 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 


performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(s)[ 


87 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sX 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s)[ 


1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


647 


28.36 


Veazie  Street  School 


Providence  District 
Nancy  Penza,  Act.  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
645  Students 
39  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


77 


CONCEPTS 


m 


80 


B 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


47 


26 


32 


14 


28 


56 


22 


46 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


20 


□ Exemplary 

.□  PtPticient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


a 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.a.. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecfl  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11% 

3% 1 % 

11% 

n% 3% 

n 

— \ 

4| 

3”fX?) 34-4 

(*) 

0 

89% 

30% 

89% 

87% 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  MBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


11% 


40% 


11% 


37% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 
80 
60- 
40 
20 
0 El: 


Mathematics 

{SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


>N  >. 

i 8 

ll 


)rfl 


i “.§•'!  5 S 
< 


5 

m w m 

sS 

nt 

°>  £ o 
■8 


[N/Al 

04404* 

*0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

si  111  I ! 

r»r° 

j* 

i 

Male 

Female 

Special  E ducal  ion 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Veazie  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  sc  hod  goals 


SCHOOL  REFORM  INITIATIVE:  Professional  Development  committee  established  and  began  implementation  of  activities  and  workshops  to 
raise  student  achievement  in  math,  English/Language  Arts  and  health. 

PARENTS  AS  LEARNERS:  During  National  Education  Week  parents  participated  daily  in  workshops  designed  by  Veazie  Faculty  to 
replicate  their  children's  instruction. 

MATHEMAGICAL  LAND:  Six  5th  graders  won  first  place  in  the  Elementary  Division  of  the  R.l.  Math  Fair  sponsored  by  the  R.l.  Math 
Teachers  Association. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


^ * ’ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.17 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.61 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.10 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/39 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

81/645 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

I.6Y9J  (§).... 

lev§l  (si 

level  (si 

..JeyelCsi 

80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


G49 


28.37 


Veazie  Annex  #1 


Providence  District 
Nancy  Penza,  Act.  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
108  Students 
6 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


8 


50 


PH  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


L 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2% 

8% 

Characteristics 

7T\» 

r~\ 

/T\ 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

100% 

36% 

(J 

100% 

03 

92% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 

fl  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

E3  Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  r ; — 

exceeded 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

* See  Web 

for  more  information  ^ — *—  ~ — - — 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Veazle  Annex  #1 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 


Choices  _n 
7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  gS&kly 

5.0  §9»Ny 

4.0  Suarterty 
Several 

30lfe 

2°  v™A 

1.0  Kfeer 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.04 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.31 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.20 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.07 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/6 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/108 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Flnanciai  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  • " ~~~~  ~ 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

yearly 

progress  — — 
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28.38 


Veazie  Annex  II 


Providence  District 
Nancy  Penza,  Act.  Principal 
Grade  K 
122  Students 
4 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


i 

This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2 % 

-^20% 

20% 

2% 

7% 

/•r-x 

( A 

43%  ( \ 

v ) 

(1  ) 

61% 

vj 

34% 

V 80% 

vly 

91% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  flBlack  □ Hispanic 
[U  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
pother  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  - - ~ ~ - - 

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

*See  Web 

fa  more  information  — — ----- --  - . . ....  — . _ 

on  non- proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


652 


Veazle  Annex  II 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words”  

Highlights  from  the  j i 

school  j This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights.” 

* See  Web  L ... ^ j 

for  school  goals 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


<0nca,A 

iVear 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School- This  District The  State j 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

87.50 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

67.21 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

49.18 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

92.22 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/4 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

1/122 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


i 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School  ; 

targets  for  j 

adequate  j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly  j 

progress  i 
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28.39 


Webster  Avenue  School 


Providence  District 
Fran  Rotella,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
474  Students 
30  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


27 


39 


30 


16 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


36 


25 

14 

18 

6 

=3= 

25 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Exemplary 

53 

66 

with  Honors 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 

□I  Proficient 

47 

47 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"'□  Below  the  Standard 
■ Little  Evidence  of 

□ Below  Proficient 

— 

— 

— 

73 

■ 'Considerably 
Below  Proficient 

26 

33 

34 

28 

Achievement 

r 

[WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

■ 

i WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met  Sample 

or  exceeded  Range 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 



20 

0 = =»» 


c 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecMunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

u% 

7% 

/TTN 

n% 

7% 

6% 

4i% 

(5) 

L 

86% 

17% 

V / 

89% 

87% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  BBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


37% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | G raduated  from  college 
[TT]  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 


(SKILLS) 

100 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


0 

In/a 

**in0; 

irk 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.  1 . 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  | 

0 m0 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsiarVP.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Webster  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Three  grants  were  awarded  to  help  us  become  more  technologically  involved. 
A new  reading  series  was  adopted. 

A new  math  series  was  piloted. 


writing  skills 
instruction 


their  reports 
and  papers 


reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


malhematica) 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
{manipulatfves, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


This.  School . 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%)  15.00 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%)  69.90 

91.98 

A- .Average  Class  Size  (Elementary)  26 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  {Middle  & High)  NA 

6.  Stability  {%)  81.86 

7.  Mobility  (%)  31.43 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%)  s 95.85 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  /Total  # of  Teachers*  9/30 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students*  2/474 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%)  NA 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%)  NA 


.This.  Districts 

83.46 
74.34 
87.73 

23 

NA 

73.48 

30.39 

95.30 

336/1712 

5168/25611 

31.54 

68.46 


_The.  State 

85.98 

76.54 

92.74 

21 

NA 

84.76 

19.71 

96.31 

472/10028 

35481/153342 

17.95 

82.00 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Eng lish  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 



level  (s) 

1 ev  el  Cs  1 

level(s) 

* — 

lev^l(s]L . . 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


655 


28.40 


West  Broadway  School 


Providence  District 
Christine  Robinson,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
595  Students 
34  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


3: 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


28 


35 


20 


10 


35 


21 


30 


48 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .C3  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard  ' 


PI  Exemplary 

.[H  Proficient 

n Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  -JLm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


a 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


•r~r 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


10% 


e 

90% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


11%  14% 

(3‘ 

Vo  ^ 


Q White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
[H  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


1% 


26%  \ 

f) 

73% 


D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E]  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


07% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


-¥) 

11%^ ^ 


56% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a! 

*i— n*n* 

X 

★on 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
FBs  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

special  haucaiton 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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West  Broadway  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


FAMILY  NIGHT-Over  400  children,  parents  and  teachers  attended  Family  Night.  Everyone  participated  in  Math/Science  Demonstrations, 
Story  Hour,  Music  Presentation  and  Volley  Ball. 

PARTNERS  IN  EDUCATION-Departments  at  Blue  Cross  adopted  classrooms.  Blue  Cross  employees  mentored,  tutored,  planted  gardens, 
gave  parties  for  the  children  and  provided  money  for  field  trips. 

GRANTS-The  Technology  Committee  under  the  leadership  of  Priscilla  Bailey  received  the  Working  Wonders  II  grant  in  the  amount  of 
$29,925.00. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  ji Vgeay 

5.0  teptWy 

4.0 


o n @nce,A 
20  YeaT 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


1.0 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials  mathematical 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


1 - 

this  School 

, JThis  Distri ct 

The  State  

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

94.59 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

87.08 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.92 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

72.15 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

27.85 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.19 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

6/34 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

6/595 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Isiand  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


80- 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

leveJO?) . . . . leveKsji  , ^ level fei  . T„,  ; ...  . JeyjelfeL 


60  - 


40- 


20 


3*- 

til 


20 


Vo w' 


■■  44 

ill 


.18. 
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1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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657 


28.41 


William  D’ Abate  School 


Providence  District 
Lucille  Furia,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
447  Students 
24  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5)  (GRADE  3) 


29 


41 


35 


87 


59 


44 


36 


19 


39 


36 


23 


31 


28 


41 


47 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 
Achieved  the  .Standard 


□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 


Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


5_ 


30 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

I~~1  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


SKILLS  I 

CONCEPTS  I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


I WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
I WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 
READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

10Q  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 

40 

20  -i 1 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


■”C 


1 — T 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidizecflunch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


95% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


D White  HBIack  QHispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


CJ  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


12%  2% 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


17% 


31% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
El  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage  100 


» 1 UU 

of  students  pn 

ou  

who  met  or  6Q 

exceeded  4Q 

the  standard 

* 20 

f“webw  ..  o n®n 

*M  Jo*o 

^0 

for  more  information  U k— — * 

on  non-prof  cient  % % 

students  8 8 

a_  fi. 

. fewer  than  2 

« 10  students 

a no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A  1 

1 — 

★Or-, 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hs  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


William  D’Abate  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


ELLI  (Early  Learning  Literacy  Initiative):  Teacher  sin  grades  K-2  were  instructed  in  the  ELLI  framework  to  increase  scores  in  reading  and 
writing. 

MATH:  Workshops  were  held  to  offer  strategies  to  address  hands-on  projects  to  increase  problem  solving  and  critical  thinking  skills. 

FULL  CALENDAR  OF  SCHOOL/HOME  ACTIVITIES:  Monthly  theme  built  on  character  issues  and  events  such  as  International  Night, 
Math/Science  Night,  Open  House  and  Arts  Programs. 


Response 
Choices  Jlf 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


5.0  Monthly 


4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  lIRBr 


2.0 


Once,  A 
Year 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (manipulatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

Thjs  District. 

The  State,.,. j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.33 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.00 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.74 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.40 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.20 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.45 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/24 

336/1712 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

6/447 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

.JeyeKsL...  IfiXflfeL.....  , JeyeKsl 


46 


41 

23 


Jli 


■15" 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


28.42 


Windmill  Street  School 


Providence  District 
Henry  Gambardella,  Principal 
Grades  02-05 
532  Students 
35  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


28 


SKILLS 


15 


83 


CONCEPTS 


78 


I 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


27 


28 


45 


47 


ri  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

''□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 
WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Prpficient 

["I  Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

1Q0  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60 

40 

20 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-CZJ- 


-fT 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  uncn 


for  Students  from  various 
programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receivii 
or  bilingual  i 


ESL 

ion 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


86% 


8% 


84% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


CD  White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


CD  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
n Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

n Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


0 

0^ 

Or— 

I N/A 1 

~Uno 



| N/A  | 

"urio  o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
Whfte 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Windmill  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 
Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights". 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


r*  — 

i 

.This  School 

This  District 

I 

The  State  J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.97 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.26 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.43 

87.73 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

76.35 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.96 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.92 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

5/35 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

15/532 

5168/25611 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%)  NA  68.46  82.00 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80 

60 


40 


20 

0 


...... ....aa 

32  {— 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  (s) 

.level  (si 

ievel(s]t 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


28 


34- 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

...Jey§l(s)L 


26  24 

1 1 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


ERIC  661 


28.43 


Windmill  Street  School  Annex  #1 


Providence  District 
Henrv  Gambardella,  Principal 
Grades  K-1 
214  Students 
13  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

n Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


7% 


□ White  HBIack  □Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


11% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
pother  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
FI  Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  r — — - — — 1 

exceeded  ! 

the  standard  | This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education.  j 

* See  Web  j 

for  more  informat  ion  — - — 1 

on  non-proficient 
students 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Windmill  Street  School  Annex  #1 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  ! 

school  | 

* See  Web  L 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 


Response 
Choices  HI 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eac her  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

3-°  fe 

2.0 


1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 

concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatlves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ] 

. „ ^ 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

58.82 

83.46 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Suivey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

89.71 

87.73 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

66.94 

73.48 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

35.95 

30.39 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.15 

95.30 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

336/1712 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

5/214 

5168/25611 

35481/1 53342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

31.54 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

68.46 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  | 
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School  f — 

targets  for 

adequate  | This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

yearly  j 

p rogress  l „ _ 


o 

tKIC 


663 


28.44 


□tradOFDDQaGDCDDQ 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


6 G 4 


Scituate  District 


Dr.  Paul  R.  Lescault,  Superintendent 
1764  Students 
88  Teachers 


Percentage  of 

100 

80 

8 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

59 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

30 

0 

=3= 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


37 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


38 


39 


26 


12 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard  . 

[~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


13 


□ Exemplary 
[3]  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8)  (GRADE  8) 


100 

8 

23 

5 

6 

Percentage  of 

80 

38 

25 

44 

ri  Achieved  the  Standard 

students  at 

60 

28 

67 

with  Honors 

. . . . D.AghieyQd.the.  Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

38 

25 

85 

79 

40 

middle  school 
assessments 

25 

38 

42 

n Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

20 

20 

29 

o 



B 

t 

n 



10 

10 

14 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


23 


PI  Exemplary 

D.Proficjent 

H Below  Proficient 

"B  Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


18 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


_iL_ 

8 

9 

29 

19 

13 

23 

— 

17 

15 

n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .Q  Achieved  the .St9p.d9.rd 

49 

38  i 

1 

49 

48 

PI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• • O Below  the  Standard-  - - 

— 

J 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

14 

8 

21 

D 

16 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


6 


46  H Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

D Beiow  Proficient 

- 1 Considerably - - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

505 

489 

Verbal  average 

509 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

61 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

89 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sdtuate  District 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

10% 

1%1%  1% 

11% 

1 /o 

('T') 

O 

2% 

J 

89% 

U 

w. 

98% 

100% 

87% 

n Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White®  Black  DHispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

CD  Non-Recipients 

1 Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  CD  Bilingual 

I Self-Contained 

CD  Non-Public 

CD  Not  Eligible 

E3  Native  American 

[2]  Other  Programs 

CD  Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

2 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

2 

0 

1 

Number  of  schools 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

2 

0 

1 

in  this  district 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

2 

0 

1 

whose  students 

Middle  School 

met  or  exceeded 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

the  standard 
compared  with 

oimilar  ctiiHontQ 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

SHivillal  olUUtnllo 

statewide 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

j - - “ • — 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty  All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

0 

76 

75 

Selected  SALT 

:■  • 

Elementary 

Middle  High 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

79 

94 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

81 

75 

75 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

4 

18 

37 

, — - - - — - — 

District  Average 

State  Average 

‘ i 

1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.35 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

97.09 

84.76 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* Quo  u/ah 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

5.82 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.25 

96.31 

osb  wen 

for  more  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/88 

472/1 0028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

679/1 764 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

10.34 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

89.66 

82.05 

o 

ERIC 
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29.00 


Stituate  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Middle  School  Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


.jl.  fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 

no 

r_ 

aqU  iipi 

★★★o  * 

|n/a] 

★★0*1  !★ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AslarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
hfepanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Enigfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


“fiT 

ERJC 


G67 


Sett u ate  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

48995 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

18400 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

457237 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

171 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

60 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

29 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  D District 


2% 


□ Local  D State  I Federal 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  IN  FORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


29.00 


Clayville  Elementary  School 


Scituate  District 
Judith  Costa,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
102  Students 
6 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

33 


39 


11 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


39 


39 


28 


□ 'Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  *" 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample  __ 
Range  — [_ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 


11% 


(D 

89% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1 % 


97% 

Q White HBIack  GHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
□ Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


© 

78% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


44%  ( • 

vP5” 

6% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I G raduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


| N/A 1 


ii 
8 $ 


o oooMo 


III 

» $ 6 


2 § 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


★Q 


[N/A  1 


5 55 


f| 

II 


: 1 
i O 


jlJ|  g 
*1 


oopoTio  i«»pn  | N/A  1 


5 |*5 

1 p 1 


1 UJ  O 

i 


ii 

II 


QOOOl  lO 


*1 


£ a 

5 6 


*a 


| N/A  [ 


5 55 


' UJ  o 

i 


ii 

II 


QOQOI  In 


IS  I! II 

: m g-  5 5 O 

*1 


|S|.6 

! 1 1 
1 ^ i 

III 

1 1£  o 
i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Clayville  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*Se©  Web 

for  school  goals 


GREAT  EXPECTATIONS  PROGRAM:  A Rl  Federation  Grant  of  $5000  was  awarded  to  teachers  for  summer  staff  development.  Teachers 
addressed  new  ways  of  teaching  problem  solving  strategies  to  students  at  all  grade  levels. 

OUTDOOR  CLASSROOM:  The  school  learning  community  has  developed  an  outdoor  classroom  enrichment  program  in  cooperation  with  the 
Audubon  Society.  Student  learning  is  extended  at  all  grade  levels  through  this  unique  program. 

TECHNOLOGY  INITIATIVE:  21  IBM  compatible  computers  have  been  purchased  for  installation  by  the  end  of  September. 


Response 
Choices  J“* 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  galy> 

6.0  ^Veekiy 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3.0  jj??* 

bnce.A 
2 0 Year 


1.0 


Never' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  { 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

74.52 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.42 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.08 

94.35 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

18 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

100.00 

97.09 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

1.98 

5.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.22 

98.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/6 

0/88 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/102 

679/1764 

35481/1  53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

10.34 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.66 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 

level(sl 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

i 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


29.01 


Hope  Elementary  School 


Scituate  District 
Robert  Brockway,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
319  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS] 


28 


46 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


50 


13 


13 


50 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


25 


11 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .the  $tendard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"[U  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

. -D  Proficient 

fl  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 I 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11% 

rr\ 

1% 

o 

15%  1% 

89%^ ^ 

v_y 

98% 

100% 

W 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q White  iBlack  □ His  panic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


7% 


86% 

I j Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
j!\]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
W 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20 
0JM] 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>>  >, 
5 5 
8 8 


fl*Q0l  JO 


lit 

i 5 6 


33 

2 E 


5 8*5 


1 uj  O 


In/a| 

0*00^0 

Or — i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

|N/A| 


>»  >, 
8 


Q*00l  10 


■fl 


© k 

£ E 
5 6 


33 


ziQl 


5 8*5 


' UJ  O 


>*  >> 

ss 
s i 


IMlo+ool  lo 


£i 

1-11*8 


mQ 


5 8*5 


UJ 


> uj  0 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hope  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Kent  County  YMCA  Pre/Care  and  Post/Care  Program-Families  are  able  to  leave  their  children  in  a safe  nurturing  child  care  setting  without 
having  to  think  of  transportation. 

Scituate  Lion's  Club  Mentor  Program-Sponsored  by  the  Lion's  Club,  adults  mentor  a dozen  Hope  School  children  during  the  week;  the 
children  see  another  adult  who  cares  for  them. 

Fun  Day-Annual  all  school  physical  activity  games  day.  Parents  and  community  volunteers  come  together  to  provide  a wonderful  end  of 
the  year  event. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Jvp&My 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Sjweral 

30  fe 
2-°  ;w'A 

1.0  Safer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise 
writing  skills  their  reports 

instruction  and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmaniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

_This„SchopL. 

__Thjs„Qi  strict 

The.State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

91.67 

74.52 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  <%) 

73.74 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

96.69 

94.35 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.05 

97.09 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.99 

5.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  <%) 

98.16 

98.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

0/88 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

8/319 

679/1 764 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

10.34 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  <%) 

NA 

89.66 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

level  (si 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levelfe) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


...  .level (si 


41 


35- 

'13' 12 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

...  ..ipyelfei  ...... 


.17.. 


■ I 

1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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29.02 


North  Soituate  Elementary  School 


Scituate  District 
Harold  J.  Wright,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
427  Students 
19  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


64 


23 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


73 


66 


38 


68 


30 


15 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  mAi 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


C=3 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

nS 

o 

10%  2% 

97% 

100% 

LJ 

87% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

O WhiteMBIack  ^Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

ED  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


2% 


10% 


16% 


72% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
im  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40- 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[N/A  | 


>»  >• 
i % 

n 


oo^ol  m 


j 1 1 
^ 1 < 


S &.S 


i -u 
! ‘B  ; 


I 

E 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


pi i 

n. 

| N/A  1 

oo*o  U 

★oH 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

w "P  uj 
3 % B 

HI 

■8 

-t5 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[N/A  | 


>.  >> 

II 


oo*ol  * 


rn 


5 6 


.5  &.5 

fits 

LU  2 OJ 


1 LU  o 
■8 


1 N7A  1 
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oo*ol  * 


S“|ls6 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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North  Scituate  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


S.K.LLL-lnitiated  and  implemented  "Scituate  Kids  in  Love  with  Learning",  a parent  designed  and  directed  after-school  enrichment  program. 
"Partners  in  Education  "Grant-Success fully  completed  year  two  of  grant  sponsored  by  Apple  Computer,  Inc. 

Expanded  network  now  includes  lab  and  grades  1-5.Expanded  clinical  experiences  to  include  more  that  40  college  students,  3 professors, 
and  4 classrooms  focusing  on  language  arts,  math  and  technology. 


Response 
Choices  J“* 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^©ekly 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 Suarterly 
Several 
3-0 


2.0 


Once,  A 
year" 


1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.86 

74.52 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.21 

74.34 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.90 

94.35 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

20 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

98.82 

97.09 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

2.12 

5.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.30 

98.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

0/88 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/427 

679/1764 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

10.34 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.66 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


29.03 


Scituate  High  School 


Scituate  District 

David  H.  Light,  Jr.,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

491  Students 

26  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


SAT 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

29 

49 

14 

8 

19 

17 

8 I 
13 

9 

23 

48 

15 

49 

D 

[II  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.AQhiey.Qci.tbe.  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

38 

21 

16 

SKILLS 

n 

CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

45 


36 


□ Exemplary 
Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■B-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

505 

489 

Verbal  average 

509 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

61 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

89 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample i 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

4% 

i% i% 

(T) 

o 

6%  2% 
(V) ) 

w 

96% 

98% 

v_y 

100% 

w 

92% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □Bilingual 
□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


3% 

r*j- 

68% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coOege 
CUll  don't  knew 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Si 

I I 


iiifflijjQ 


£ S | | | I 

Wi 


Rl  Writing 


“ 1 “ 

'&!  i 
w £ $ 
*8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Scftuate  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Athletics-The  Girls' Varsity  Basketball  Team  and  the  Boys' Varsity  Tennis  Team  won  State  Championships. 

Curriculum-a  new  Statement  of  Purpose  incorporating  Breaking  Ranks,  Rl  Common  Core,  and  New  Standards  was  formulated. 
Curriculum-Initiated  exploration  of  integrated  learning  at  Grade  9 with  a focus  on  Multiple  Intelligences. 


Choices 
7.0 
6 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher 


0 


5.0  Monthly 

4.0  jOuafterty 
Several 

30  fe 

2.0 


1.0 


1 iVear 
Neyfir 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


JUL 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reacfing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 


(manipuiatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
65.91 

This  District 
74.52 

The  State 
85.98 

; 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.80 

67.97 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.08 

94.35 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

94 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.52 

97.09 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.71 

5.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.31 

98.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/26 

0/88 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

526/491 

679/1764 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

10.34 

10.34 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

89.66 

89.66 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


. ..676 


29.04 


Scituate  Middle  School 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

38 

Percentage  of 

students  at  60 

— 

each  performance 

level  on  the  40 

38 

middle  school 

assessments  20 

20 

0 

... 

SKI 

be 

LLS 

25 


25 


23 


28 


38 


B m 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


_5_ 

6 

44 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Achiey.Qd.tho.  Standard. 

85 

79 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

42 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 

10 

10 

14 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Scituate  District 
Robert  A.  Miller,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
425  Students 
21  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


23 


I 


□ Exemplary 

H Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■'Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 

Sample  — 

100 

or  exceeded 

1 .,/! 

80 

Range 

the  standard 
compared  to  the 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

XX. 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

statewide 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

n 

Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


cnrzi 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


q 


P 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

rrq 

r\ 

12%  J* 

93% 

w 

98% 

100% 

v_y 

85% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  H BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non -Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
E*!1 1 don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 


100 


(SKILLS) 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


H*]*±o±l 


J 


■8 

1 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


1 — |. . 

I 

1 — \ 

1 N/A 1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

J 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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6 


77 


Sdtuate  Middle  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Parent  Involvement-Parents  were  included  as  active  partners  in  decision  making  on  school  processes  and  activities. 

Interdisciplinary  Instmction-There  was  an  increase  across  all  Teams  in  interdisciplinary  instruction.  Given  the  severe  limitations  of  the 
current  schedule,  this  is  quite  an  accomplishment. 

Professional  Development-Staff  development  opportunities  in  math  and  English,  integrative  curriculum,  technology,  multiple 
intellegences,  and  teaming  were  provided. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  JY^skly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 
fTtmes 


3.0  A 


A 'Year 


« n bhce.A 
2 0 Year 


1.0  Ngyer 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


5 assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manjpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


. ...  . 

This  School 

This  District. 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

54.35 

74.52 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

50.35 

67.97 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.02 

94.35 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

79 

79 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.71 

97.09 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.26 

5.82 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.49 

98.25 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

0/88 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

145/425 

679/1764 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

10.34 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.66 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


6.78 


29.05 


□od{?®[PomGd®od  \^®ofe9 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Smithfield  District 


Dr.  Diane  DiSanto,  Superintendent 
2746  Students 
165  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


26 


SKILLS 


32 


CONCEPTS 


13 


25 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


55 


36 


15 


15 


30 


62 


[~~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard ' ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O Achieved  the  Standard . 


16 


60 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


27 


38 


20 


12 

kfl 

SKILLS 


26 


25 


3 


CONCEPTS 


32 


35 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


49 


85 


10 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Ac  hi  e.v.Qd.  the.  Standard . 

[~~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
•Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


35 


□ Exemplary 
Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


M 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 

60 

40 

assessments 

20 

43 


laj. 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


18 


CONCEPTS 


18 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


10 


32 


46 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  the  .$t$nd£.rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

T~1  Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


45 


39 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

486 

489 

d Exemplary 
1 | Proficient 

Verbal  average 

485 

494 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

64 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

81 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Smlthfleld  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subs idizea  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

13% 

8% 

1%  1% 

11% 

2%  -0 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 

£ 

— -o7% 

0 

92% 

0 

O 

100% 



1~~]  Public 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 

Cl  White  H Black  O Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

H Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

d Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Self-Contained 

□ Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

d Native  American 

d Other  Programs 

l~1  Other  Special  Programs 
d Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

2 

0 

2 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

3 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

2 

1 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

3 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing;  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors ' 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  1 1 

86 

77 

78 

_ Elementary 

Middle 

High  | 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

113 

99 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

72 

62 

79 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

19 

39 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 


1 . Student  Attendance  (%) 

District  Average 
94.98 

State  Average 
92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

. 22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

92.14 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

12.03 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.27 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/165 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

187/2746 

35481/1 53342 

8.  Dropout  Rate  (%) 

9.48 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

90.52 

82.05 

681 


30.00 


* 

ol 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[N/Al 


★++0I  10 


Eli { J! 

Sm|l5:o 


.S  || 

J J 

til 

w £ o 

8 


IN/Al 

thHtono 

— i0l  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
WhSe 
Other 

Mate 
F ornate 

& v 

m P m 

til 

w £ o 

8 

.** 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[nm| 


AAflAl 


o 


8 

1 


— 

-A 

|N/A| 

* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Fomate 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

i 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


★ oool  1* 


.*1 

I 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Smtthfield  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

49060 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

15448 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

384666 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

116 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

83 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per$1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

20 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Sen/ices  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  B Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 
Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  avail  able  under 

separate  cover. 


30.00 


Anna  M.  McCabe  School 


Smithfield  District 
Marc  J.  Ladin,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
364  Students 
21  Teachers 


100 

12 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

65 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

20 

0 

=3= 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


84 


54 


54 


27 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

IB  Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


13 


n Exemplary 

-D  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably' 
Below  Proficient 


M 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met  Sample 

or  exceeded  Range 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


8Q  — mm* 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — *■■■ 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


60 


40 


20- 


0 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

10% 

. 1% 

^ x 

13% 

14% 

Characteristics 

/T\ 

/X 

/^"\ 

f W\7% 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

90%  

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

(D 

99% 

EH  White  HBIack  dHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

w 

100% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

w 

86% 

I~1  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
Q Self-Contained 

w 

79%  X 

EH  Did  ^ finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
fT-TI  1 donl  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A 1 

★ooono 

> 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Femate 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

{READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


j — i. . 

.„n 

In/a| 

#000  0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Femate 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Anna  M.  McCabe  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Faculty  and  parents  completed  their  school  based  strategic  plan  and  initiated  action  teams. 

Smithfield  High  School  students  and  McCabe  Elementary  School  established  a tutorial  program.  High  School  students  worked  regularly 
with  students  in  grades  1 to  5. 

Two  teachers  who  are  Geography  Alliance  trainers  led  their  school  in  a Family  Geography  Challenge  Night. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


j 

This  School 

This  District ... 

t 

JheState 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

65.38 

92.43 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.50 

79.84 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.08 

94.98 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.93 

92.14 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.19 

12.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.42 

96.27 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

0/165 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/364 

187/2746 

35481/153342 

11.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.48 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.52 

82.00 

. . - - . — - . — - — - -™  " • ~ “ \ 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  i 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING: 

EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s)[ 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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685 


30.01 


Old  County  Road  School 


Smithfield  District 
Robert  O'Brien,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
319  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

studentsat 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


28 


24 


CONCEPTS 


58 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


14 


28 


52 


34 


12 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □Below the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


52 


□ Exemplary 

..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

1 l 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

n. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS), 


lN/A| 

00*0fl0 

1“ 

[♦of! 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1 . 
Black 
Htsparuc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 

iit«f  Fmfch  Prnfiniennv 

General  Education 

1 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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686 


Old  County  Road  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


INTERNET  ACCESS:  All  classrooms  are  wired  to  a high  speed  Internet  access  line. 

NEW  ENGLAND  REGIONAL  ALLIANCE  FOR  MATH  & SCIENCE:  Old  County  Road  School  has  sent  a team  to  the  Regional  Alliance 
Summer  Workshop  to  develop  a plan  to  reach  high  standards  for  all  students  in  math  and  science. 

MENTORING  PROGRAM:  The  teachers  at  Old  County  School  have  developed  a mentoring  program  to  help  new  teachers. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  ^fckly 

5.0  M§fowy 

4 0 §J#rterty 

3.0 


'era! 


2 0 
1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 


on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This_School 

This  District 

The  State  f 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

92.43 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

75.00 

79.84 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.90 

94.98 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.36 

92.14 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.39 

12.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.72 

96.27 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

0/165 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/319 

187/2746 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.48 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.52 

82.00 

Financial  information 


— — — 1 

j 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  J 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (§) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

j Jpxsitel 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sJt 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


'73 


.5ft. 


I 


' Y4  ’ 


NA 


68 

32 

1 


NA 


■54’ 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jev§l(sjL 


12  10 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


687 


30.02 


Raymond  C.  LaPerche  School 


Smithfield  District 
Daniel  M.  Rivers,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
266  Students 
14  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


13 


SKILLS  I 


50 


39 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


76 


39 


35 


12 


70 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .O  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


53 


0 Exemplary 

. .CH  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  —4m 

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


r"-i 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 

9% 

rr\ 

1 % 2% 

(T) 

2% 

15% 

attending 
this  school 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

97% 

D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

83% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

l 6% 

69% 

El  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I G raduated  from  coflege 
El  1 donl  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
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! i ! 

in 
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English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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O 

O 
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* 

Poverty 
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Black 
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Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
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Genera]  Education 
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English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


r-.. 

| N/A  | 

★000  0 
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Poverty 
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Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Raymond  C.  LaPerche  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


ACTION  PLANNING:  Committees  made  up  of  22  parents  and  staff  members  met  throughout  the  year  to  formulate  Strategic  Action  Planning. 
INTERNET  ACCESS:  Parent  and  faculty  volunteers  spent  a weekend  wiring  all  classrooms  of  our  school  for  internet  high-speed  access. 

PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS:  In  a partnership  with  Providence  College,  faculty  members  participated  in  a graduate  level  six-day 
program  of  professional  development. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eac her  responses) 


7.0  My* 

6.0  jwja*v 

5.0  MpntNy 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3.0  iT5J2r 


2.0 


Once.A 

year 


1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skilis 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  more  infamation 


j 

This  School 

Jhis  District. 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

94.74 

92.43 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.89 

79.84 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.46 

94.98 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.45 

92.14 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

26.95 

12.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

90.75 

96.27 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

0/1 65 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/266 

187/2746 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.48 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.52 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING : ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


30.03 


Smithfield  Senior  High  School 


Smithfield  District 
Kathryn  Crowley,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
807  Students 
52  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


43 

14 

16 

10 

26 

16 

18 

32 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Aqhj0v$d.th$.  Standard 

18 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- 0 Below  the  Standard  - - - 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

44 

23 

38 

46 

7 

yL 

20 

D 

9 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


Z 


39 


0 Exemplary 

0 Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■•Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  486  489 


Verbal  average  485  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  64  64 


% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound  81 
programs 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample p 

Range  L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
SKILLS  CONCEPTS 

CZZZT 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

3% 

H') 

1%1% 

o 

5%  2% 

rr\ 

97% 

99% 

100% 

w 

92% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

CD  White  ■ Black  0 Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

CD  Non-Recipients 
| ESL  CD  Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
□ Graduated  from  college 
01  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Smithfleld  Senior  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STRATEGIC  PLAN:  The  high  school  developed  its  strategic  plan  and  action  plans. 

ACCREDITATION:  Smithfield  High  School  is  completing  a self-evaluation.  The  Statement  of  Puipose  Committee  and  School  and 
Community  Committee  completed  their  tasks. 

PROVIDENCE  JOURNAL  HONOR  ROLL  STUDENTS:  One  of  our  students  was  selected  as  the  Journal  Bulletin  Honor  Roll  Student  for 
the  state  of  Rhode  Island. 


Choices 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher 


6.0  {WS&ly 

5.0  feitWy 

4.0  Bjeterty 


Several 


3 0 A-Year 

2 0 fifr* 
1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
Instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuiatrves, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  a 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


This  School  „ „ 

Jhis„  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

92.43 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.60 

79.84 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.94 

94.98 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

99 

99 

95 

6.  Stability  {%) 

92.80 

92.14 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

14.64 

12.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.23 

96.27 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/52 

0/165 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

103/807 

187/2746 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

9.48 

9.48 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

90.52 

90.52 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


691 


30.04 


Vincent  J.  Gallagher  Middle  School 


Smithfield  District 

Karl  A.  Smith,  Ed.D.,  Principal 

Grades  06-08 

686  Students 

43  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 
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English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 
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27 
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n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

38 

26 

20 

85 

79 

35 

□ Below  the  Standard 

20 

25 

37 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 
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20 
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WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 



— O” : 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


---35 


48 


PI  Exemplary 

. I~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

^Considerably’’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 
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Range 

100 

! 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grades) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


QSHK 


l~~] 


Q 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(T) ; 

1%  1% 

o 

9%  3% 

91% 

97% 

100% 

W 

87% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

I~1  Not  Eligible 

□white  H BlackQ  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
[3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
E3 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
* 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Vincent  J.  Gallagher  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


E.G.S.S  in  action-Eighth  grade  Gallagher  students,  working  through  a school  based  service  program,  help  the  school  and  the  community 
at  large. 

Recycling-Through  a student  led  initiative,  we  increased  our  efforts  to  recycle  throughout  the  school. 

Orientation-Wth  the  addition  of  sixth  grade  students,  added  effort  was  placed  on  making  a smooth  transition,  including  a proposed 
summer  orientation  program. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

{Teacher  responses) 


7.0  ^ 

6.0  jSjgfcWy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  §^*er|y 


3-0  Pi, 

2-0  leaf'* 

1.0  N&e, 


Students  receive 
1 writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 


T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


1 ‘ 

This  School ..  . 

This  District 

. '■  '• The,State 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.73 

92.43 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.17 

79.84 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.51 

94.98 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

113 

NA 

113 

NA 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.75 

92.14 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.65 

12.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.65 

96.27 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/43 

0/1 65 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

80/686 

187/2746 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

9.48 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.52 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

leveKsl 

above 

achievement 
level  Cs) . 

above 

80 


60 


40 


20 


0 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 


44 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


62 

55 


1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

level (s)  ....  Jevej(s)... 


45  45 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


693 


30.05 


William  Winsor  School 


Smithfield  District 
Susan  Caputo,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
304  Students 
17  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


48 


29 


CONCEPTS 


19 


60 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


56 


29 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


[~"|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ap.bi.QYftd  .th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ '□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


14 


59 


0 Exemplary 

. .EH  Proficient 

EH  Below  Proficient 

'I  'Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


Sample 

Range 

Actual  — 

100 

1 ' 1 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C TT~1 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

5% 

1% 

16% 

. 

10% 

Characteristics 

/T\ 

/T\ 

/Tb, 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

u 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CD 

98% 

□ White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

C_y 

100% 

O Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

w 

84% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

CD 

83% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 1 Graduated  from  college 
0 1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


. Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


f 

★oil 

| N/A  | 

o*ooflo 

>>  >> 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
hfispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

& f‘5 

LU  | Uj 

t|I 

« £ 3 

E 

±f 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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William  Wlnsor  School 


information  Works / School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


100%  schoolwide  participation  in  Feinstein  Good  Deeds  Program:  Each  class  continued  with  good  deeds  throughout  the  year.  Winsor 
donated  food  to  families,  books  to  Hasbro  Hospital,  and  collected  pennies  for  the  P ROJO  Summertime  Fund. 

Our  first  annual  "Evening  with  the  Masters"  was  held  at  Smithfield  High  School.  Mrs.  Carter,  our  Art  teacher,  displayed  art  work  from  every 
Winsor  student.  Ms.  Sousa,  our  Music  teacher,  had  each  class  sing  a medley  of  songs. 

Two  6-week  sessions  of  an  After  School  Enrichment  Program  were  held  with  a variety  of  classes  ranging  from  science  to  nature  to  All 
Childrens' Theatre.  


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0 

5.0  M^hly 

4.0  Bj£*«1y 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


3.0 


2.0 


Several 

fe 

iOnce»A 

Year 


1.0 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
' hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

f 

This  Schppi  

This„District„ 

' __  The  State  j 

100.00 

92.43 

85.98 

65.38 

79.84 

76.54 

96.45 

94.98 

92.74 

22 

22 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

93.68 

92.14 

84.76 

8.33 

12.03 

19.71 

96.44 

96.27 

96.31 

0/17 

0/165 

472/10028 

3/304 

187/2746 

35481/153342 

NA 

9.48 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

90.52 

82.00 

1 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Is  I and  districts  and  school  swill  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


L. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(§) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l(s.i  . 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  , standard  or 
achievement  above 

lev§l (si....  


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


695 


30.06 


Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


-H„(Q)(D)  SoaMHhi  [KniniQiS'GowDii 


O 

ERIC 


696 


South  Kingstown  District 


John  M.  Harrington,  Superintendent 
4170  Students 
225  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 


(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


10 

26 

52 

50 

32 

~6~ 

23 



31 

16 


SKILLS! 

CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


9 

ZS1 

20 

62 

40 

47 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' Q Below  the  Standard 

74 

62 

37 

30 

32 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

13 

ad 

19 

21 

if 

mm 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


15 

□ Exemplary 
45  ..□.Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ ' ' | Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


38 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


20 

=31 

6 

9 

=3= 

aq 

15 

33 

33 

— 

— 

23 

57 

33 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.Achieved,  the.  stand  a Id 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

33 

18 

17 

81 

77 

55 

— 

18 

29 

— 

39 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 

20 

■ 

1 

29 

Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

1 

22 

19 

JL 

19 

12 

16 

30 

m 

1 — ,3 — 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) (GRADE  9)  (GRADE  10) 


100 

15 

11 

16 

11 

80 

35 

17 

— 

23 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Exemplary 

60 

15 

33 

47 

□ Proficient 

15 

— 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  Proficient 

40 

20 

47 

28 

38 

---Q  Below  the  Standard-  ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

30 

1 Considerably-  --- 
Below  Proficient 

o 

10 

JL 

19 

20 

8 

D 

SKILLS  | 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

526 

489 

Verbal  average 

534 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

90 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

86 

87 

04  AA 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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South  Kingstown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

i%7% 

13% 

r*\ 

4%1%2%2% 

(T'\ 

1% 

13% 

kJ 

92% 

87% 

91% 

cj 

99% 

85% 

f~l  Public 

■ Home  Instructed 
EH  Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q White H Black  □ Hispanic 
f~l  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
(3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
H Other  Programs 

[~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 
□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

5 

3 

1 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

5 

1 

1 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

5 

1 

1 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

5 

3 

1 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 ■ 

1 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


' ~ 

Poverty  

Non-Poverty 

AH  Seniors  

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

29 

86 

84 

r - ■ • - • • '■ 

Elementary 

Middle 

High 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

97 

100 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

78 

85 

77 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

8 

20 

37 

S 


■ - — 

District  Average  

State  Average j 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.50 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

81.24 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

10.02 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.78 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

22/225 

472/1 0028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

18.77 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

81.23 

82.05 

3 

ERIC 


G98 


31.00 


South  Kingstown  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

jl.  fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKI  LLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


699 


South  Kingstown  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

41895 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

14325 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

379212 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

129 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

76 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

18 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  D District 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


1 


Financial  information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
separate  cover. 


L 


i 

i 

i 

j 
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700 


31.00 


Hazard  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Michelle  Conley,  Asst.  Principal 
Grades  PK-K 
264  Students 
10  Teachers 


Percentage  of 

students  at  * 

each  performance  j 

level  on  the  j This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

elementary  school  j 

assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

9% 

(TV 

1%3%  2% 

7T\ 

2% 

(T) 

5°/ 

7%^— 

D 

P\ 

91%Nn ^ 

90% 

98% 

L 

J 

88% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Q White |Black  E]  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

D Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


t 

! 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Hazard  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Administration -Began  our  second  year  as  a new  school  with  an  on-site  administrator.  Began  a School  Improvement  Team  in  the  Spring  of 
1998. 

Parent  Involvement-Began  a Parent-Teacher  Organization  which  created  an  in-school  library  for  our  children  as  its  main  focus. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


^Safrerty 


"Once,  A 
Year 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
rearing  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  dagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulates,  speak  on  efferent  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

This  School 
100.00 

. This  District 

81 .94 

The  State  j 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.05 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.94 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.95 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.06 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/264 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 
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31.01 


Matunuck  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Rose  Marie  Sundstrom,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
387  Students 
18  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


38 


17 


SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


38 


36 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


78 


19 


13 


22 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .d  Achieved  .the  Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


25 


49 


26 


[“I  Exemplary 

.d  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80-- 

60  — 

40 

20 

0 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

11% 

!>ir^ 

14%  1% 

13% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 

0 

0 

o 

0 

C Pv% 

this  school 

89% 

96% 

100% 

85% 

73%  ^ — y 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

d White  HBIack  d Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
d Native  American 

d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  d Bilingual 
O Other  Programs 

d Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

d Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
[T-T]  1 don't  know 

Percentage 

100  - 

of  students 

80  - 

who  met  or 

60  - 

exceeded 

40 

the  standard 

HU 

20  - 

* See  Web 

n I 

for  more  information 

0 — 1 

on  non-proficient 

students 

. fewer  than 

★ 10  students 

▲ no  students 

▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


[ N/A  j 


>S  5^ 


★ 00* 


liirfj*5 


33 


' iS  o 
■8 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


h 


J~lo 


H -S-y  fa  £ to 
. is  i .S  £ £ 
: cd  g-  to  $ o 


Q 


& 5- .5 

ill 


"8 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Matunuck  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  sc  hod  goals 


fc FEINSTEIN  GOOD  DEEDS  PROGRAM:  This  was  our  third  consecutive  year  as  a winning  school. 

TECHNOLOGY  ACCESS:  The  entire  school  was  wired  for  Internet  access.  This  was  funded  through  school,  grants,  PTO  and  donations  from 
area  businesses. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  AWARENESS:  Toyota  Tapestry  Grant  awarded  to  Grade  6 teacher,  entire  student  body  will  have  access  to  this  project. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  £aily> 

6.0  JVeekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 

0 n £3  nee,  A 
20  tYear 

1.0  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  sc  hod  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eac hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The.State ] 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

71.81 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  <%) 

95.61 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

97.47 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

6.08 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.43 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/18 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/387 

198/4170 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level{§) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s\ 


80- 


64 


60- 


58 


40- 


20- 


81 


til 


.37.. 


26 


til 


19 


-76- 


JJL 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


31.02 


Peace  Dale  Elementary  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
David  Hayes,  Act.  Principal 
Grades  01-06 
550  Students 
43  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


100 

8 

6 

27 

15 

80 

Percentage  of 

24 

students  at 

60 

60 

each  performance 

45 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

51 

assessments 

20 

24 

27 

n 

8 



B 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


34 


17 

62 

18 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"Q  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


35 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

" ~B  Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

n. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


‘smun 


r 


] 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  el igi bility  for  Students  from  vari ous 

subsidizecflunch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving 
or  bilingual  educati 


ESL 

on 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


6%  2% 


91% 


Cl  White  B Black  Q His  panic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
□ Native  American 


100% 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


4% 


□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


7% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
[ I Graduated  from  coliege 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Peace  Dale  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Presidential  Award-Mariann  Hayward,  a teacher  of  Grades  3 & 4 was  this  years  Rl  recipient  of  the  Presidential  Award  for  Excellence  in  Math. 

Robotics  Park -Peace  Dale  school  hosted  the  5th  annual  Robotics  Park  conference.  Fifteen  schools  from  across  the  state  representing  29 
classrooms  presented  robotics  projects. 

School  Initiative-A  team  of  parents  and  teachers  have  developed  activities  and  learning  opportunities  that  encourage  a school  within  a 
school  environment. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


[ 

ThlsSchool 

This,  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.42 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.08 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.29 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.67 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.64 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.45 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/43 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

18/550 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 
.level (si  . 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

80 


60  - 

40  - 

20  - 

O' — 

1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


66 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


46 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


31.03 

706 


South  Kingstown  High  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Patricia  Hines,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1153  Students 
80  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

assessments 

20 

0 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


35 

47 

15 

23 

15 

28 

11 

17 

15 

37 

16 

33 

38 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.Achi^ved.the.  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  ■ - - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

10 

19 

20 

e 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS! 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing  SAT 

(GRADE10) 


11 

This  School 

State 

Math  average 

526 

489 

O Exemplary 

47 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

534 

494 

□ Below  Proficient 

^-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

90 

64 

30 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

86 

87 

B 



Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

L .1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

sx. 

40 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


-cl 


b- 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


C ] 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

8% 

0 

i%2% 

71 

4% 

n 

T7 

9% 

92% 

J 

91% 

100% 

w 

90% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  1 Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
1 Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


8%  6% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 
FT]  I don't  know 


Percentage 

100  --- 

of  students 

80  --- 

who  met  or 

60  --- 

exceeded 

40  --- 

the  standard 

20  --- 

See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% % 
I | 


★★★★ 


I I 

5 6 


1 


Si 

*5 

a. 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I — l . 

n 

|n/a| 

★★★★1  1* 

r-ij 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 

Black 

Hispanic 

Nat  ive  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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South  Kingstown  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


The  South  Kingstown  High  School  Professional  Development  Committee  coordinated  the  presentation  of  numerous  staff 
development  workshops  ranging  from  PowerPoint  to  Multiple  Intelligences. 

The  SKHS  Academic  Decathlon  Team,  the  highest  scoring  public  school  team  in  RJ,  participated  in  the  pilot  problem  solving 
competition  at  the  National  Academic  Decathalon. 

Students,  staff,  parents,  faculty,  and  community  members  all  joined  together  in  the  process  of  selecting  the  new  administration  of 
South  Kingstown  High  School. 


[ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

65.00 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

69.99 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.98 

94.50 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

100 

100 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

79.36 

81.24 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.91 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.48 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

9/80 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

23/1153 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

18.77 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

81.23 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


31.04 

708 


South  Kingstown  Junior  High  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Marsha  L.  Aaronson,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
709  Students 
51  Teachers 


100 

80 

33 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

33 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

assessments 

20 

20 

11 

0 

mm 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


20 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  8) 


29 


33 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

D . Ac  h j 9y  ed  ,t.h  0.  Standard. 

I""]  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

D Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


0 Exemplary 

F~l  Proficient 

H Below  Proficient 

HCorisiderably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample — £ 
Range 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — ■■■ 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ , 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60— 

40 

20 


0 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a 


Q. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

14% 

r>) 

3%  no/ 

2%  27 0 

7%\ 

lc 

n 

Zo 

13%— _ 

86% 

89% 

99% 

87% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

Dwhite  H BlackQ  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

HI  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
[H  Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
E3 1 don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentag  e i qo 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" io  students 


80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0= 


[n/a] 


I f 

s s 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


w £ O 
* 

1 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


70  9- c 


South  Kingstown  Junior  High 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


"Goal  Assemblies  - in  the  Fall  of  1997,  we  were  visited  by  Commissioner  Peter  McWalters  during  American  Education  Week  and  were 
recognized  for  our  Goal  Achiever  Program." 

"Peer  Mediation  Program  - through  the  writing  of  a grant  we  were  1 of  5 schools  chosen  to  receive  training  in  a Peer  Mediation  Program 
for  elementary  students  (funded  by  the  attorney  general's  office)." 

" Caught  Being  Kind'  program  - prompted  by  the  Feinstein  Good  Deeds  Program,  hundreds  of  butterflies  were  earned  by  students  through 
acts  of  kindness  throughout  the  year;  they  were  displayed  on  a bulletin  board  in  our  All  Purpose  room." 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


I 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

88.68 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.97 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.96 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

96.88 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.30 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.39 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/51 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

140/709 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 

lev§l(s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

above 

achievement 
level(§)  . 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


710 


31.05 


South  Road  Elementary 


South  Kingstown  District 
Donna  Fitts,  Principal 
Grades  01-06 
350  Students 
23  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


39 


18 


25 


CONCEPTS 


19 


23 


54 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


35 


64 


18 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.D  Achieved  the  .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-n  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I NTT  ERP  RET  ATI  ON 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

[~~1  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

15% 

0 

85% 

9%2%2%1% 

0 

86% 

O 

100% 

2% 

“© 

82% 

0 

87% 

13% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

EH  WhiteMBIack  QHispanic 

EH  Non-Recipients 

f~l  Non-Recipients 

El  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Not  Eligible 

El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

El  Some  education  after  high  school 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

n Self-Contained 

I 1 Graduated  from  college 
El  1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  | 

1“ 

nofl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>.  >. 

SB 
8 8 


s-f i*° 


±Q 


6 5\6 


’ lij  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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South  Road  Elementary 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


"Goodbye  to  South  Road"-  the  entire  school  participated  in  a farewell  performance  for  the  principal  who  left  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
"Cinderella"-  Grade  3 presented  a theater  production  of  'Cinderella". 

South  Road  Walk-A-Thon:  Eighty  students  participated  in  this  PTOfund  raiser. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eac her  responses) 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Monthly 

Quarterly 

Several 

Once,  A 
Year 


Never 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cfiagrams 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eac  hers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

[ 

This  School 

Jhis  District _ 

. . The  State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

40.74 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

107.77 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.06 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

24 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.60 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.08 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

91.21 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

9/23 

22/225 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/350 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


712 


31.06 


Wakefield  Elementary  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Thomas  Labonte,  Principal 
Grades  01-06 
361  Students 
NA  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


18 


32 


SKILLS 


35 


21 


CONCEPTS 


18 


37 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


16 


66 


34 


19 


WRITING;  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


10 


60 


D Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 


Data  + t 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

(K 

3%1%2% 

fT'\ 

o 

4% 

81%  ^ ^ 

94% 

w 

100% 

^ 78% 

1 Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CH  White  1 BlackQ  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


21% 


73% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
[Xl  | dont  knew 


Percentage 

100- 

of  students 

80- 

who  met  or 

60- 

exceeded 

40- 

the  standard 

20 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

0- 

on  non-proficient 

students 

^ fewer  than 

w 10  students 

a no  students 

▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


In/aI 


ff 

I | 


0*0*1  b 


if  s 

i 5 5 


’ m 0 

*3 

s 


1 N/A  1 

o*o*rio 

-lofl 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffcpanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I N/A  | 


>*  >* 

ii 
s $ 


6 


1 


[N/A  | 


£ $5 


1 m 0 

i 

f 


ii 

n 


o*o*l  b 


r'r° 


si 


hq 


5 S' .5 


' m 0 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Wakefield  Elementary  School 


Information  Works I School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Passport  to  the  World-An  international  celebration  of  culture,  assimilation,  and  ethnic  and  national  pride. 

Internet  installation  in  library  computer  lab-Parent  donations  and  NET  Day  provided  a 56kb  line  into  the  library  linking  Wakefield  to  the  world 
wide  web.  Our  WEB  page,  still  under  construction,  is  now  operational. 

Redistricting  Goal-We  successfully  integrated  our  redistricted  families  in  our  school's  community  of  learners. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  g#> 

6.0  ^VpSkly 

5.0  Mcjrfthty 

4.0  gyarterfy 

Several 

3 -0  fe 


2.0 


1.0 


Sbnce^A 

iVeaT 

feer 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

3 ( manipulates , speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 


Financial  information 


1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

ThisSchool 

100.00 

This  District 

81.94 

The,  State 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.16 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.32 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

8.64 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.47 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/NA 

22/225 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/361 

198/4170 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

t ' " " .....  

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

j 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


31.07 


West  Kingston  Elementary  School 


South  Kingstown  District 
Richard  Corcoran,  Act.  Principal 
Grades  01-06 
396  Students 
NA  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


10 


56 


23 


CONCEPTS 


43 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  4)  (GRADE  5) 


74 


15 


40 


19 


23 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.EH  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


12 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Co  ns  i d e rab’l  *y 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentageof 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

l i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

0 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


SP 


EZZZ3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

15% 

GO 

w — 

CM 

6% 

(T) 

14%  2% 

85% 

87% 

94% 

vlH 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White  BfBlack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

EH  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


13% 


EH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
F!|  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A| 

★Q*on* 

r 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/A| 

★o^o ru 

noH 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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West  Kingston  Elementary  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights.'1  ! 

j 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0g§&> 

6.0  [Weekly 

5.0  Mafthty 

4.0  Quarts 
Several 

3-0 

0 n ibnce?A 
20  iVear 

1.0  feof' 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise 
writing  skills  their  reports 

instruction  and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
ether  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

(martlpiriatVes, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


f 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.25 

81.94 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

85.49 

80.15 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.45 

94.50 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

22 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

NA 

81.24 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

NA 

10.02 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

94.78 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/NA 

22/225 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

10/396 

198/4170 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

18.77 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.23 

82.00 

f _ ..  . ..  _ .... - . . . . - - ......  _ , 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (s| 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERIC 


716 


31.08 


□mfetTmosiGD®® 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


„©©  TTDWsir&nJirfl 
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Tiverton  District 


Dr.  Robert  E.  Terrill,  Superintendent 
2208  Students 
141  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


16 


63 


34 


18 


CONCEPTS 


34 


43 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


10 


79 


10 


33 


10 


30 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  the  Standard . 

| | Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ Q Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


17 


53 


PI  Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


13 

11 

=3= 

6 

11 

~6~ 

— 

12 

21 

41 

13 

12 

52 

23 

[~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . C.  AchioYod.tho.  Standard 

[~~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

— 

34 

34 

42 

89 

83 

28 1 

38 



J Little  Evidence  of 

— 

29 

31 

1 

Achievement 

16 

23 

12 

"H 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


55 


O Exemplary 

□.Pro^iep.t. 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


20 


10 
13 

SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


20 


16 


28 


13 


CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .□  Achieved  th.Q _$tepd9.rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ ■ Q Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


43 


O Exemplary 

[~1  Proficient 

ni  Below  Proficient 

- | Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

470 

489 

Verbal  average 

494 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

72 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

87 

87 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Tiverton  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

12% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 

0 

D 

93% 

19% 

(s> 
81%  

0 

99% 

O 

100% 

2%  ^*3? 

86% 

□ Public 

■ Home  Instructed 
D Non-Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

CH  Not  Eligible 

□ White  | Black  □ Hispanic 
1 i Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
In  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

0 

1 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

0 

1 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

1 

0 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

1 

0 

3 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors _ j 

%of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

0 

0 

0 

Selected  SALT 

_ Elementary 

Middle 

High ; 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

85 

98 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

%of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

81 

68 

86 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

8 

15 

41 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


| 

District  Average^ 

State  Average  ; 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.93 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

92.01 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

15.25 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.64 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/141 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

859/2208 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

10.46 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

89.54 

82.05 

719 


32.00 


Tiverton  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- pr efficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
* 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


T 

UT 

[n/a 

*+oon+ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
He  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students' 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  more  formation 
on  non-proficient 
students 


a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


~<r 

ERIC 
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Tiverton  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


District  Average State  Average 


Median  Family  Income  ($) 

41127 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16023 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

365885 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

116 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

78 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

19 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

! separate  cover. 


o 

ERIC 
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32.00 


Fort  Barton  School 


Tiverton  District 
George  Costa,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
224  Students 
10  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

14 

80 

28 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

70 

48 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 
assessments 

20 

16 

22 

0 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


22 


38 


38 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


20 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 | 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

( Part cpat ion  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


•CZIZj 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

16% 

0 

84%  ^ ^ 

Q 

99% 

O 

100% 

8%  4<>/ 

0 

'o 

D 

88% 

3% 

13% 

(T) 

60%  V \ J 25% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

EH  White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
[TTI 1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Fort  Barton  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


KITES:  Teacher  training  in  science.  Most  elementary  teachers  are  trained  in  the  use  of  KITES  units  - hands  on  student  activities. 

EVERYDAY  MATHEMATICS:  Chicago  Math  training  and  teaching  throughout  the  elementary  lev  el -teachers  are  trained  to  use  journals  and 
manipulatives. 

FEINSTEIN  FOUNDATION  SCHOOL:  School  actively  participates  in  Feinstein  'Good  Deeds' program-sharing  with  the  community  center  in 
this  effort. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  _ 

6.0  {VeeWy 

5 0 Monthly 


4.0  Quarter iy 
Several 

3.0  IIB& 
2-o 

1.0  Neyw- 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 

(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.33 

81.92 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

97.96 

79.42 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.69 

93.93 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

83.21 

92.01 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

48.47 

15.25 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.00 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

0/141 

472/10028 

0/224 

859/2208 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.54 

82.00 

j f 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 

Financial  information 

t 

1 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

..... .] 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

levelfs). 

above 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 


level(s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s). 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


' 723 


32.01 


Nonquit  School 


Tiverton  District 
George  Costa,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
109  Students 
5 Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


48 


SKILLS 


43 


30 


52 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


17 


75 


83 


13 


17 


79 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.d  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'Q  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


f*1  Exemplary 

.□  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — ““ 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

C 1 

60 

40 

□ 

20 f l — 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

19% 

9% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

© 

81%  

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
[~1  Not  Eligible 

O 

100% 

Q White  HBIack  QHispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 

O 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 

0 

91% 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

© 

El  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
El  Graduated  from  college 
El  1 don't  know 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


j N/A  | 
>«  >« 
55 
S § 


ooool  b 

m ip 


2 § 


.5  Sv£ 


’ uj  O 

3 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Nonquit  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words"  

Highlights  from  the  j 

school  ! This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

*See  Web  j 

for  school  goals  L_  - - — ■ ' 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 
3 0 jKft 

TOnc§>A 
20  iVear 

1 o Never 


r~i 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  recave 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


hands-on 
learning 
(mantpulatfves, 
labs,  projects) 


people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District  

The  State  ! 

76.92 

81.92 

85.98 

80.00 

79.42 

76.54 

95.92 

93.93 

92.74 

17 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

99.04 

92.01 

84.76 

0.96 

15.25 

19.71 

92.11 

96.64 

96.31 

0/5 

0/141 

472/10028 

NA/109 

859/2208 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.54 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


91 


92 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(s) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

JeveKsJt .level  (si 


83 


45 


13 


. J7-- 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

.97. ..Jeveltel 


-96-- 


1998  2001 
Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target' 


ERIC 


32.02 


725 


Pocasset  School 


Tiverton  District 

John  F.  Pacheco,  Principal 

Grades  K-04 

272  Students 

10  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


70 


SKILLS  I 

CONCEPTS 


15 


50 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


85 


50 


30 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Stgndgrd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


BEADING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


G Exemplary 

O Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Cons  iderab’ly 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 

100-SKILLS- 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 

school  who  met 

Sample 
Range  — 

or  exceeded 

cm 

80  — 

m 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

60 

compared  to  the 

Af\ 

cisip  

i — * 

percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 

Data 

Not  

Reliable 

-0L 

■ 

on 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsictizedlunch programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL  Students  receiving  special 

or  bilingual  eduction  education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


99% 

O White  MBIack  G Hispanic 
G Asian/Pacific  Islander 
G Native  American 


□ 

■ 

G 


100% 

Non-Recipients 
ESL  □ Bilingual 
Other  Programs 


85% 


O Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
f~1  Self-Contained 


I""""]  Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 I Graduated  from  college 

don’t  know 


32.03 


PI63S6  note,  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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* * . 


Pocasset  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Focus  School-Pocasset  School  became  part  of  the  East  Bay  Collaborative's  Focus  School  Program  for  improving  student  performance  in 
mathematics. 

Parents  and  students  in  each  grade  level  1-4  were  involved  in  after  school  hands-on  math  and  science  activities. 

Feinstein  Program-Each  grade  level  had  specific  Community  Service  projects.  Also  school-wide  project  to  raise  money  for  a youngster  with 
leukemia  to  help  with  medical  expenses. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0  ^eekly 

5.0  MortNy 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 
30 

2 0 


1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Numeracy 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use 
reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs 

other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  T eac hers  give 

hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipulates , speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


'“"I 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

_Th is  School 

84.21 

This  District 

81.92 

The  State j 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

91.11 

79.42 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.82 

93.93 

92.74 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

91.58 

92.01 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

33.33 

15.25 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.83 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

0/141 

472/10028 

1/272 

859/2208 

35481/153342 

NA 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

89.54 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

j 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

level(s) 

lev^Cs). 



leveKsl 



1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


JeyeltsL. 


j 

'j 

i 


39 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


727 


32.03 


Tiverton  High  School 


Tiverton  District 

William  J.  Rearick,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

669  Students 

54  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


20 

6 

20 

13 

25 

I 

16 

17 

— 

[~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ Ac  hj  ^.Qd.  the.  Standard 

EH  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

56 

28 

39 

48 

■ EH  Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

10 

31 

26 

14 

13 



El 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

Ri  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


38 


O Exemplary 

f~l  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■B  Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

470 

489 

Verbal  average 

494 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

72 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

87 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample . , 

Range  I I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  —Jm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60  : 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


I— S' ' 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


13% 

O 


87% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
O Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


99% 

ED  White  I Black  QHispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

[""I  Non-Recipients 
| ESL  n Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


14%  1% 

85% 


["I  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


8%  4% 


51% 


19% 


19% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


>N  >. 

S 5 

I I 


★ 0*0 1 I* 


I 5 

5 6 


I s 


UJ  O 
* 


|n/a| 

★o  ★on* 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

II 


0 0*0 


*! 


I I 

5 o 


s i 


Ho 


5 | .5 

1 1 1 

If! 


°°5' 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Tiverton  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Awards:  A Tiverton  High  School  student  was  a recipient  of  the  National  Educational  Association's  National  Award  for  a self-portrait. 
Academic  Rigor:  Several  advanced  courses  were  added  to  Tiverton  High  School's  Program  of  Studies. 

Sports:  The  Girls  Volleyball  Team  won  the  Division  II  State  Championship. 


Choices  _n 
7.0  §8 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  MOTtHy 

4.0  g^erty 
veral 


3 0 fA-Year 

2 0 W'A 
1.0 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papas  otha  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  cfiagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulalives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  T eachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  a on  how  to  help 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

. 

j 

JTliis.  School 

Jhis  District 

The  State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

47.17 

81.92 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

69.36 

79.42 

76.54 

92.01 

93.93 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

98 

98 

95 

91.24 

92.01 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.92 

15.25 

19.71 

95.88 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/54 

0/141 

472/10028 

331/669 

859/2208 

35481/153342 

10.46 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

89.54 

89.54 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


o 

ERIC 


32.04 


Tiverton  Middle  School 


Tiverton  District 
Manuel  Cabral,  Principal 
Grades  05-08 
683  Students 
53  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) (GRADE  8) 


13 

11 

=21 

6 

11 

_5_ 

— 

12 

21 

_ 

41  . 

13 

12 

52 

23 

fi  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □.A.Qhiey.Qd.the.S.tftndarpl. . . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 



34 

34 

42 

89 

83 

28 

□ Below  the  Standard 

38 



B Little  Evidence  of 

16 

29 

31 

23 

12 

Achievement 

~5~ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

skills! 

r 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTSI 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


14 


55 


D Exemplary 

. □ Proficient 

I~l  Below  Proficient 

H "Considerably """ 
Below  Proficient 


29 


See  page  39.01  for  5th  grade 
health  assessment. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample  — 
Range 


CZZ] 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  —dm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


.5*5?. 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C 1 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

1% 

/T\ 

2% 

2% 

is% 

( n 

( ') 

( ) 

C1 ) 

18% 

78% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

V /, 

99% 

□white  B BlackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 
[?\]  Other  Programs 

V y 

86% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□Self-Contained 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  informal  ion 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


|n/a[ 


>n  >n 

I F 

o 6 


»**ol  k 


jiljll 
1 


ill 


’ i5  o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[waI 


>.  >. 

SS 

H 


^HHSOl 


Jlf !|l 
S “If  80 


i |s 

lD  p uj 

III 

w iS  o 

"8 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>»  >» 

II 


|wa1o+*oI  U 


ill 

55  5 


zjQ. 


5 


"8 

its 

5 


|N/A| 


f| 


0+»0l  \k 


1“. 


in 

j so 


.5 

ill 

s?s 


P3  m o 

■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Tiverton  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


East  Bay  Educational  Collaborative  Focus  School-We  reviewed  and  modified  our  existing  middle  school  math  curriculum  to  ensure 
compliance  with  high  educational  standards. 

Heterogenerously  grouping  in  5th  and  6th  grade-The  faculty  and  administration  is  grouping  all  5th  and  6th  grade  classes  heterogenously. 
Additional  computer  teacher  for  5th  and  6th  grade-We  are  adding  an  introduction  to  computer  class  for  all  our  5th  and  6th  grade  students. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0  jWpekty 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 

feveral 

Tear 

o n P*®9»A 
2 0 iYeaf 

r*>*. 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
readng  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cftagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The.State ] 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

81.92 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.68 

79.42 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.37 

93.93 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

85 

85 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.67 

92.01 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.48 

15.25 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.09 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/53 

0/141 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

523/683 

859/2208 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.54 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


100 


targets  for  80 

adequate 

62 

yearly  60 

S3 

progress  ^ 

20 

n 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev§l(s)t 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (sj 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


-35- 


JJ 


45 


-35- 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

lev$l{s) 


23 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


HI 

1998  2001 
Actual  Target 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

^ level  (s) 


"94" 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


731 


32.05 


Walter  E.  Ranger  School 


Tiverton  District 
Stephen  Medeiros,  Principal 
Grades  K-04 
251  Students 
9 Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


10 


31 


35 


SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


23 


58 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  .$&n<j?rd 

[~~]  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

T~1  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


52 


H Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

I"!  Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

1 l 

80 

60 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

^ ?4% 

13% 

(3 

76%  V — 

o 

100% 

O 

100% 

© 

87% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

CH  White  H Black  OHispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

l~l  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

Q Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


I | Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
[iTj  I donl  know 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Walter  E.  Ranger  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


FAMILY  MATH  AND  SCIENCE  NIGHTS:  Each  grade  held  a Family  Math  & Science  Night  during  which  parents  and  children  were  involved  in 
hands-on  math  & science  activities. 

MAGIC  GARDEN:  Students  were  involved  in  the  planting  of  a school  garden.  Decorating  our  garden  are  dragons  which  were  carved  by  a 
local  artist. 

PERFORMANCE  BASED  ASSESSMENT:  Each  grade  committed  to  administer  four  performance-based  assessments  in  math  during  the 
school  year  to  increase  teacher  and  student  familiarity  with  them  and  their  scoring. 


Response 

1, 

Choices 

7.0  Ba»*> 

6.0 

Selected 

5.0  Monthly 

SALT 

4.0  .Quarterly 

survey 

Several 

findings 

3-0 

(T eacher  responses)  Once,A 

2 0 Year 

1.0 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipuiatrves,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


H 

Jhis,SchopL  _ 

ThisDi  strict 

_ The.  State 

J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

81.92 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.00 

79.42 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.39 

93.93 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

inaicaiors 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.49 

92.01 

84.76 

k See  Web 
fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.36 

15.25 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

98.15 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/9 

0/141 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/251 

859/2208 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

10.46 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

89.54 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  Ipwest 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


733 


32.06 


Om{?®FooD§]Go®oi]  M®FteS 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


WaiFwoolk 


734 


Warwick  District 


Robert  J.  Shapiro,  Superintendent 
12075  Students 
774  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


L 

SKILLS 


20 


30 


CONCEPTS 


23 


56 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


16 


10 


25 


60 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 
READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. O.  Achieved  the  Standard  . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

’ □ Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


49 


PI  Ex  em  pi  ary 
[^Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


33 


39 


39 


10 


39 


28 


70 


25 


I"!  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.  Aghioy^.tho.  St.AntfAtf. 
Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' 0'Below  the  Standard 


| Little  Evidence  of 
•Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


13 

PI  Exemplary 

50 

HI  Below  Proficient 

' " H Considerably  " " 
:fij  Below  Proficient 


37 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

6 

80 

22 

14 

16 

60 

48 

31 

40 

20 

15 

— 

33 

0 

14 

skills] 

A- 

10 

10 


46 


30 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


18 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .d  Achieved  the  .Standard 

52  Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• • □ Below  the  Standard-  ■ • 


| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PI  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

- H Considerably  — 
Below  Proficient 


16 


6 


--  34 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

487 

489 

Verbal  average 

495 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

65 

64 

%of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Warwick  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

public  school 

backgrounds 

education  services 

14% 

1%  1%  1% 

i% 

14% 

Characteristics 

/T 

^-^^19% 

T"\ 

4%  Zx© 

of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 

£ 

3 

86% 

>3 

© 

96% 

O 

99% 

82% 

□ Public 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 

□ White  ■ Black  □Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

H Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □Bilingual 

H Self-Contained 

□ Non-Public 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 

□ Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

20 

13 

2 

5 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

20 

8 

4 

8 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

20 

11 

4 

5 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

20 

10 

3 

7 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

3 

3 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

3 

3 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

3 

3 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

3 

3 

0 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

2 

1 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

4 

2 

1 

1 

l ....  ... . ...  . ..  ..... 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors  _ _ 1 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

52 

66 

65 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

i __  . _ ... 

Elementary 

777Middle 

Hl'ah ~ ~1 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

94 

97 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a ''moderate"  or  "major'1 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

72 

63 

70 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day , 3 days  a week  or  more 

9 

21 

39 

r “ ~ ■ ■■ 

District  Average 

State  Average 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.11 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

Selected  district 
Indicators 

3.  Stability  (%) 

89.91 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

14.85 

19.71 

* See  Web 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.64 

96.31 

fa  mae  information 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

6/774 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

8.81 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

91.19 

82.05 

736 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS)  ' 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n7a| 


WJA. 


n 


oilT 

> CD 


II 

5 6 


I, 


5 uj  o 

I 

1 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


| N/A  | 
>.  >. 
% % 


5 o 


£ | 

uj  *§  uj 


<n 


in 


o 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


33.00 

737 


Warwick  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

42120 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

16371 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

398220 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

119 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

101 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1 998)  ($) 

35 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Total 

Total 

Instructional  and 

Non-lnstructional 

Facilities 

Transportation 

Expenditures 

Instructional 

Administrative 

Services 

Management 

Expenditures 

Support 

to  Students 

Sources  of  Revenue 


□ State  D District 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  H Federal 


U 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 
Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


Mae  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
Financial  Information  WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 

separate  cover. 


738 


33.00 


Aldrich  Junior  High  School 


Warwick  District 
Donald  Brown,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
692  Students 
57  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

24 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

31 

level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

23 

assessments 

20 

17 

0 

El 

SKILLS 

18  - 


23 


CONCEPTS 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


74  - 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Achjey.Qd Abe.SLtandard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □ Below  the  Standard 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


48 


PI  Exemplary 

..□.PlPflQlWt 

□ Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  a ) 


Percentage  of 

PROBLEM 

students  in  this 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

school  who  met 

100 

or  exceeded 

Sample — 1 I 

O A 

Range 

oO 

the  standard 

compared  to  the 

Actual  ■■■■ 

bO  ■ 

percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 

Data 

Not  

40 

j:3 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

MM 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized! lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

2% 

/T\ 

16%  1% 
/4T\ 

DDfj^5% 

CD 

u 

w 

53%v_^y 18% 

81% 

97% 

100% 

83% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  M Blackd  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
|X]  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□Self-Contained 

HI  Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 
1X1 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/A| 


±ktk 


*i 


it 

5 6 


.S  |.S 
1 1?  11 
Hi 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Aldrich  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


”!n  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology -Created  a modem  information  center  by  networking  our  computer  lab  and  library  to  CD-ROM  technologies  and  the  Internet. 

Community  Service-A  numberof  activities  were  held  to  benefit  the  House  Of  Hope,  our  local  community  shelter,  including  food  drives, 
sports  activities,  penny  wars  and  a marvelous  production  of  Oliver  at  the  Warwick  Musical  Theater. 

School  Improvement-Teams  concentrated  their  efforts  on  information  and  strategies  to  transition  to  the  middle  level. 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.48 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.83 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.90 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

94 

94 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.11 

89.91 

84.76 

*Soo  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.89 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

' 96.75 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/57 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

227/692 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 


100 


80 


yearly 

60 

•56 

progress 

40 

20 

n 

Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

. Ievel(sl 


60 


22 


■ ■ 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sj 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


26 


25 


iLl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


32 


25 


25 


I I 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


79 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


740 


33.01 


Cedar  Hill  School 


Warwick  District 
Stephen  Kirby,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
381  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

studentsat 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


16 


CONCEPTS 


46 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


59 


30 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


[3  Exemplary 

l~~i  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 
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1 1 

80 
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40 
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BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 
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subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 
of  students 
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1% 
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B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

99% 

D White  HBIack  0Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

w 

100% 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

82% 

0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  coCege 

m 1 don't  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Cedar  Hill  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


COMPUTER  ROOM  UPDATE:  Cedar  Hill  Elementary  School  raised  $15,000  to  upgrade  and  purchase  hardware  equipment  forthe  computer 
center. 

WRITING  PROFICIENCY:  Teachers  and  students  consistently  worked  towards  improving  written  skills.  A two  week  writing  consortium  took 
place  at  Cedar  Hill  in  November  1997. 

TEACHER  OF  THE  YEAR:  Mrs.  Janice  Tetreault  nominated  as  Cedar  Hill  Teacher  of  the  Year.  Mrs.  Tetreault  is  an  excellent  example  of  a 
teacher  that  integrates  all  phases  of  the  curriculum  into  her  subject  area. 


Response 

Choices 
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5.0  Monthly 
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| 

1 

Several 

findings 

3-0  SS®, 

(T eacher  responses)  Onco.A 

20  YeaT 

1 .0  New 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
fmaniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
peopte  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  Worm  at  ion 


I _ . 

This  School 

This  District . 

Th e State 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

62.96 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.88 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.09 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

97.95 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

5.63 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.75 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/381 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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progress 
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lev§l(sl 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


742 


33.02 


Cottrell  F.  Hoxsie  School 


Warwick  District 
Robert  McKenna,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
346  Students 
14  Teachers 
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SKILLS 
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(GRADE  4) 


17 
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PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


24 


43 
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□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
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WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Ri  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 
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READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 
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English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 
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READING:  READING: 
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UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 
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Actual  — 


Data 

Not  
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Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
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subsidizealunch  programs 
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Students  receiving  special 
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on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w 10  students 
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English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cottrell  F.  Hoxsle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


MATH  STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  Conducted  extensive  staff  development  relative  to  performance  based  math  instruction  and  assessment. 

AFTER  SCHOOL  ACTIVITIES:  Expanded  our  after  school  Mentor/Tutorial  Program  and  Technology  Club  to  serve  more  students.  Created 
Chess  Club  for  intermediate  students. 

NEW  EDUCATIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS:  Expanded  our  community  partnerships  to  include  Johnson  & Wales  Univ.,  Gov.  Francis  Newport 
Creamery  and  Southwest  Airtines-all  played  major  role  in  enhancing  educational  experiences. 


Choices 


Literacy 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruct  ton 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


I 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  t 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.76 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.42 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.53 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.88 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.16 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.33 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

5/346 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


] 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  i 
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Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Drum  Rock  Elementary  School 


Warwick  District 
Marsha  DeFusco,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
245  Students 
11  Teachers 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Drum  Rock  Elementary  School 


information  Works / School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


WRITERS  CAFE:  A Parents -A s-Leamers  was  held  in  March  to  acquaint  parents  to  the  writing  process. 

RIBBON  CUTTING  CEREMONY:  A new  room  addition  was  completed  in  April.  Now,  our  school  will  have  its  own  kindergarten. 

MENTOR  PROGRAM:  18  students  participated  in  a mentor  program  with  business  representatives  for  Reet,  Metropolitan  and  Life  Focus. 


TO  Saty> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5 0 Monthly 
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Several 

3-0  fe 
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Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(maniputalives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


) 

i _ 

This  School 

This.,  District 

Jhe.State j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.59 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.67 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.02 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary)  • 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.78 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.29 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.98 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

6/774 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/245 

2818/1 2075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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progress 
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Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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33.04 


E.  G.  Robertson  School 


Warwick  District 
Lynn  Dambruch,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
258  Students 
11  Teachers 
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each  performance 
level  on  the 
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PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 
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"E  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


50 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  —JL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedluncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2%  1% 

7% 

29% 

o 

r\ 

w 

98% 

w 

100% 

76o/o 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

E White  Hb lack  E Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

El  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

E Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

El  Native  American 

E Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


7% 


Cl  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
i I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[!%]  I don!  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


♦c 

,n- 

1 N/A 1 

**<to  + o 

♦♦ 

♦ 0+  In/a1 

★*oof1o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  1 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 

littvH  Fnnfich  PrrrfWflrw 

General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


In/a| 

**oo[~lo 

T 

on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  L 
Black 
Hs  panic 
Native  American 
While 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education  1 

trted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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E.  G.  Robertson  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


TOYOTA  TIME  GRANT  AWARD:  Robertson  School  was  awarded  a $10,000  Toyota  Grant  for  a WEB  Math  Project.  This  project  focuses  on 
"In  their  own  words"  the  integration  of  math  and  technology. 

Highlights  from  the  AFTER  SCHOOL  ENRICHMENT  PROGRAM:  A monthly  after  school  program  was  started  this  year  for  children.  Classes  are  held  after 

school 

€.  " school  at  least  once  a month  engaging  children  in  a variety  of  activities. 

See  Web 

for  school  goals  PARENT/CURRICULUM  CONNECTIONS:  Improving  connections  between  parents  and  cuniculum  through  various  night  time  activities- 

Math/Science  Family  Night,  Comm  unity  /Career  Night,  parent  workshops,  reading  week  activities. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Choces  Hr 

7.0 

6.0  ^kly 

5.0  Mgnthly 


Literacy 


4 0 gyarterty 
Several 

3 0 P& 
2.0 
1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skis  their  reports  readng  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

r ~ “ ‘ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

40.74 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.57 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.96 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

16 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.74 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.98 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.82 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

6/774 

472/10028 

14/258 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
l©v§l  (,sj 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

"'93 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


u 


24 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


.level  (si 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


33.05 


Francis  School 


Warwick  District 
Frank  Ricci,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
293  Students 
13  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


57 


30 


SKILLS 


23 


23 


CONCEPTS 


30 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


70 


48 


39 


59 


48 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

15% 

r>) 

3%  1% 

(T) 

o 

4% 

13% 

(% 

1 

\U. 

85% 

\U 

96% 

w 

100% 

V 

J 

83% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  iBIack  □Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

5% 


10% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


r 

[_] 

♦ 

★of-! 

Poverty 
Norv  poverty 

Asian/P. 1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

5 V 
111  £ 1 

HI 

3 

5 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Francis  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
for  school  goals 


FEINSTEIN  PROGRAM:  Grades  K-6  participated  in  special  community  good  deeds  and  activities.  The  students  made  a positive  difference 
in  students'  lives. 

PTA  PROGRAMS:  Cultural  Arts,  Family  Events,  school  beautification,  money  for  computer  programs  and  field  trips. 

MENTOR  PROGRAM:  Involving  a large  number  of  students  in  our  school  with  mentors  from  Citizen's  Bank. 


Choices 

7.0  &&> 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 Monthly 

4.0  guarterty 
Several 

30 


2.0 


Once,A 

Wear 


i o Never 

L^" 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffis 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmarupulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soe  Web 
fa  more  information 


r ■ 

L 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

70.59 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

61 .29 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.96 

94.11 

92.74 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

92.56 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

25.60 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

93.46 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

6/774 

472/10028 

6/293 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


r — • ' 

1 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(s) 


i 

! 


1998  2001  1998 


Actual  Target  Actual 


24 


2001 

Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

Jevel(s.]L Jft»lWL JfSNUli 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


0 33.06 

eric: 


750 


Gorton  Junior  High  School 


Warwick  District 
Rickard  Gannon,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
645  Students 
56  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


JM 

_£L 

10 

11 

10 

=3= 

IE 

26 

-e- 

29 

20 

39 

43 

66 

62 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . □Achieved  Ah  e.SMndArt 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

28 

27 

— 

31 

30 

39 

38 

36 

28 

31 

□ Below  the  Standard 
| Little  Evidence  of 

— 

Achievement 

K1 

16 

X 

X 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

[WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTSI 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


n Exemplary 

f~l  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

^'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

ILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unc  h programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2%  1 % 

3% 

13%  . 

S 27% 

r\ 

(A 

A 

73% 

vJ 

J 

96% 

100% 

84% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-lunch 

□white  M BlackED  Hispanic 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

ED  Not  Eligible 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

H Resource 

□ Native  American 

H3  Other  Programs 

□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


37% 


19% 


24% 

Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
D Graduated  from  college 
□ 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  ( 

1- 

4 on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Profictency 
General  Education 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Gorton  Junior  High  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School  to  Career:  Over  100  members  of  the  business  community  participated  in  this  year's  Career  Fair,  part  of  Gorton  School  to  Career 
initiative.  Students  attended  four  workshops  based  upon  their  responses  to  a computerized  career  inventory. 

Community  Workshop:  Gorton  was  a Feinstein  Youth  World  Hunger  Brigade  award  winner  in  1997-98.  The  school  was  also  the  Junior 
High  School  State  Champion  in  the  Jump  Rope  for  Heart  competition.  Other  activities  included  our  annual  "Holiday  Gifts  for  Teens" 
program. 

Exemplary  Middle  Level  Practices:  In  orderto  enhance  its  middle  level  practices,  Gorton  has  joined  with  the  New  England  League  of 
Middle  Schools  in  its  Consortium  III,  an  on-going  program  of  school  improvement  and  professional  development. 


Choices  JT 
7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


.ojwjiwy 

5.0  MpfaWy 

4.0  §M®terty 


6 


30 

2 0 .Yea?'A 


1.0 


Steer 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


r~i 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


i . 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ' 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

' 92.86 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.86 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.30 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

96 

94 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

92.23 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

7.77 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.17 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/56 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

338/645 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - - - - - 


80 


60 


44 


38 

1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

leveKs) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfs) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


752 


33.07 


Greenwood  School 


Warwick  District 
David  Desjardins,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
255  Students 
11  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

( GRADE  4) 


45 


SKILLS 


27 


15 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


76 


36 


58 


33 


54 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

’ '□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

fl  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

I J 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  - — 

XL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
* 10  students 

▲ no  students 
T were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/A  | 
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Asian/P.  I. 

Black 
Hispanic 
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Other 

Mate 

Female 

bpectai  bducation 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Greenwood  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


BOOK  DONATION  PROGRAM  FOR  NEEDY  STUDENTS:  Greenwood  School  collected  over  2400  books  for  the  E.W.  Flynn  School  in 
Providence  in  celebration  of  Reading  Week.  The  program  was  coordinated  by  a U.R.I.  (formally  Greenwood  School)  student. 

AFTER  SCHOOL  ENRICHMENT  PROGRAM:  Arts,  basketball,  theatre,  book  club,  cooking  class,  etc.,  was  offered  to  students  to  create  a 
family  involved  community. 

DRESS  DOWN  FACULTY  DAY:  Every  Friday  was  Dress  Down  Day  for  the  faculty.  All  money  was  donated  for  needy  causes  throughout  the 
Warwick  school  community.  Over  $400  was  collected  and  donated  to  needy  causes  this  school  year. 


Response  

Choices  fr 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0  j&y> 

6.0  (Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  fafr 
2-0  A 
1 0 feer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruct  bn 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruct  bn 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topbs 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.19 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

58.12 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

97.06 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.28 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.31 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.91 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/11 

6/774 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/255 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


I Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 

[ ; i. ; 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 
level  (sj 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

80 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.08 


Harold  F.  Scott  School 


Warwick  District 
Virginia  Bolano,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
329  Students 
13  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

10 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

50 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

36 

0 
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SKILLS 

26 


20 


24 


52 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


78 


40 


18 


14 


23 


33 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Ap.hji.Qyed  .the  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


19 


H Exemplary 

Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  - 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  _JL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

10% 

2%  2% 

5% 

( T ) 

(\ 

o 

”41 

\\ 

\U 

90% 

J 

95% 

100% 

T 

— ^ 79% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q WhiteMBIack  ^Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


67% 


13% 

20% 


I 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
[~~1  Graduated  from  college 
ITT!  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-prof  teient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


11 
o 6 
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i 5 6 
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5 S' .6 
1! 


9 UJ  0 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Harold  F.  Scott  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STAFF  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM:  Staff  development  programs  were  conducted  and  workshops  covered  performance  assessment,  writing 
process,  portfolios,  skills,  concepts,  and  problem  solving  and  ways  to  improve  teaching  & learning. 

SCHOOL-BUSINESS  PARTNERSHIP:  School-business  partnership  with  Shaw's  and  Brown  University  Athletics. 

GOOD  DEEDS  JOURNALS  AND  FOOD  BANK  DONATION:  Students  kept  track  of  good  deeds  in  their  journals.  Students  and  faculty  donated 
food  items  to  the  Rl  Community  Food  Bank.  Received  $250  Feinstein  Award  for  these  efforts. 


Response  

Choices  pf 


7.0 

6.0 

Selected 

5.0 

SALT 

survey 

4.0 

findings 

3.0 

(T eacher  responses) 

2.0 

era! 


(Onc^A 

year 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 

Community  and  Parents 

n 

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reacting  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  cflagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  efferent 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


[ — * 

_ This  School 

This  District  „„  „ 

The, State  j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

92.31 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.02 

77.58 

76.54 

95.49 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

83.01 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.90 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.21 

96.64 

96.31 

9 Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

6/774 

472/10028 

2/329 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
Jev§!(sl... 


80 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

JeyeKsl . . ... 


adequate 

yearly 

progress 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.09 


Holliman  School 


Warwick  District 
Richard  Maresca,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
375  Students 
16  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 
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Range  — 

Actual  — 

100 

1 | 

80 

an 

OU 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING- 

UNDERSTANDING INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

22% 

. — — \ 

9% 

17% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

(> 

AS 

o 

r\ 

61%  V \ j 
v \y  22% 

attending 
this  school 

78%  ^ 

w 

97% 

w 

100% 

— ^ 76% 

ED  Did  rot  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
ED  Some  education  after  high  school 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

ED  White  HBIack  ED  Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

f~l  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

[^Self-Contained 

ED  Graduated  from  college 
[T-T]  1 don't  know 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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757 


Holliman  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


BEARS  FOR  TEARS:  Our  kindergarten  students  collected  bears  to  be  donated  to  Warwick  Police  for  children  in  crisis  situations. 

YARD  SALE  FOR  HUNGER:  Our  6th  grade  students  and  teachers  ran  a giant  yard  sale  in  May  and  donated  proceeds  to  Warwick  Community 
Action. 

SCHOOL  BEAUTIFICATION:  Our  PTO organized  and  solicited  donations  fora  school  beautification  day  that  brought  parents,  teachers,  and 
students  together  to  plant  flowers  and  shrubs  around  the  school. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  j$3y> 

6.0 

5.0  MoftWy 

4.0 


Several 

30  jP®, 

„ n Once, A 
2.0  lYear 

1 .0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers. give 
reading  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (maniputatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

Instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.33 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.64 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.80 

94.11 

92.74 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

88.46 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

12.74 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.44 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

6/774 

472/10028 

14/375 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
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20 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sX 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

JeyeKs.l 1 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.10 


John  Greene  School 


Warwick  District 
Bonnie  Robinson,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
316  Students 
14  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

7 

12 

80 

Percentage  of 

44 

students  at 

60 

49 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

41 

assessments 

20 

39 

0 

7 

CONCEPTS 


56 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


15 


29 


22 


10 


34 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


13 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


45 


□ Exemplary 

..□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20- 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

43% 

4%  1% 

( T 5 

r\ 

8% 

57% 

W 

95% 

100% 

79% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ whiteBBIackDHispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

E3  Native  American 

H Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


{ 36% 

"UP 

12% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
[ I Graduated  from  college 

[i\1 1 don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ l0  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60 
40  - 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematlcs 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficjency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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*! 
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Poverty 
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Other 
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Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  Greene  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


BOOKS  AND  BEYOND:  This  program  encouraged  students  to  read  many  books  and  make  reading  projects.  Those  who  completed  the 
stations  received  medals  and  awards. 

FEINSTEIN  GOOD  DEEDS  PROGRAM:  We  were  Feinstein  $1,000  award  winners  for  our  fundraising  contributions  to  the  community  and  our 
community  service. 

JOHN  GREENE  SCHOOL  NEWSPAPER:  This  was  our  first  "Bite  Into  the  Greene  Apple"  publication.  This  is  a newspaper  written,  edited,  and 
sent  out  to  the  community  by  the  students. 


Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 


4.0  Quarterly 
Several 

3.0 

2.0  A 

1.0  N§5er 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skBls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatlves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*Soo  Web 

fa  mae  information 


| 

ThisScho.ol _ 

This.  Di  strict  „ 

The  State  t 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

51.72 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.69 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.95 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.14 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.86 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.98 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/774 

472/1 0028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

4/316 

2818/1 2075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


| Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
i data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 
level  (s) 

above 

achievement 

leveUsl 

above 

achievement 
level  (s). 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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John  Wickes  School 


Warwick  District 
Helene  Bradley,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
340  Students 
15  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


64 


SKILLS  I 


CONCEPTS 


18 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


52 


20 


66 


16 


IT)  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'0  Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement - — 


WRITING;  CO NVE NTT  10 NS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADES) 


37 


0 Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

iL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

17% 

1%1% 

. 10% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

0 

83% 

© 

98% 

o 

100% 

11% 

£ 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

O White  BBIack  0Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


35%  f 
24% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
0 Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

0 1 dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 
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M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  Wickes  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


FACULTY  PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT-Sessions  that  focused  on  awareness  of  new  research  and  strategies  in  curriculum  and  testing 
area  were  held  monthly.  Parents  were  invited  to  several  sessions. 

'WICKES  IS  WILD  WILD  ABOUT  READING"  - A ongoing  after-school  reading  for  pleasure  program  which  has  encouraged  students  to  read 
(or  be  read  to)  nightly  for  a minimum  of  fifteen  minutes. 

WICKES  PENNIES  FOR  PLANTING  PROJECT-P  reject  beautified  and  landscaped  our  grounds  and  courtyard  area  (a  popular  meeting,  study, 
and  picnic  area  for  the  entire  wickes  community)  with  flowering  trees,  shrubs,  annuals  and  perennials. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District  .... 

The  State  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.57 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.00 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.40 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.63 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.59 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.11 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/340 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

leveKsl 

above 

achievement 
J ©yells). 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Lippitt  School 


Warwick  District 
Richard  Crepeau,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
327  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


27 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


14 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


45 


38 


43 


11 

70 

17 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .C  Achi.QY©d  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'O  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


45 


(H  Exemplary 

..D  Proficient 

I~~1  Below  Proficient 

'■  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


100 

80 

60 

40--' 

20- 

o— 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized! linen  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

1%  1% 

9% 

Characteristics 

28% 

/T\ 

13% 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

72% 

(!) 

98% 

(J 

100% 

£ 

78% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

l~~l  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

El  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


54% 


0 


29% 


18% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
IT!]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


lN/A| 

0 000*0 

T 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 

sm||s  ° 
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m 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Llppftt  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


CAN  DO  CLUB:  A program  sponsored  by  the  Chamberof  Commerce  to  discourage  absences  and  tardiness  and  to  encourage  100% 
completion  of  assignments. 

SYSTEMIC  TRAINING  IN  ELEMENTARY  MATHEMATICS  PROGRAM:  Two  classroom  teachers  conducted  thirty  deomonstration  math 
lessons  over  a period  of  5 days  at  every  grade  level. 

FEINSTEIN  GOOD  DEEDS  PROGRAM:  Lippi tt  School  was  awarded  $1000  for  being  selected  as  1 of  30  schools  that  made  the  greatest 
difference  in  the  lives  of  others. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


r 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.26 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.56 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.72 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

93.60 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

16.46 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.82 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/327 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
levelfe) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above 

lev§l(sl  level(sl 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level(sl 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


. 76.4 


33.13 


Norwood  School 


Warwick  District 
Gay  Hazlewood,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
314  Students 
13  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

50 

40 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

38 

57 

assessments 

20 

0 

12 

CONCEPTS 


10 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


38 


62 


33 


19 


65 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

I I Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard  ' 

^ Little  Evidence  of 
-■■•Achievement 


Exemplary 

. .□  Prpficient 

I~1  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


M. 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

I i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  . ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  luncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

30% 

1%2% 

r\ 

6% 

1 3% 

70%  V S 

97% 

100% 

z 

^ 81% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

C White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
Q]  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


p i o/  1 6% 

\ 32% 

32% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B|  Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I | Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A  | 
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Hispanic 
Native  American 
While 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

| N/A  1 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Norwood  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY  GRANT:  Norwood  School  was  wired  for  instant  Internet  access  in  all  rooms  with  the  help  of  a technology  grant. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT:  Professional  workshops  in  math  performance  assessment  were  held  at  Norwood  School  reflecting  state 
Frameworks  and  Standards. 

WRITING:  Writing  scores  began  an  upward  trend. 


instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


1 

1 ...... 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

68.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

82.96 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.79 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

indicators 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.20 

89.91 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.50 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.46 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/13 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/314 

2818/1 2075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING : EFFECTIVENESS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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33.14 


Oakland  Beach  Elementary  School 


Warwick  District 

Dr.  Richard  D'Agostino,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
546  Students 
24  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4)  . 


skillsI 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


R I Health 

(GRADE  5) 


12 


38 


45 


16 


31 


14 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


[~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.CH  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard  ' 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

f~l  Proficient 

f~~l  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably  ” 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100- 

\ | 

RO 

Ov 

Actual  — 

— 

60- 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 90%) 

20 

PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

51% 

1%  3% 

o 

7% 

49% 

VJ 

97% 

100% 

C 

— ^ 79% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q WhiteHBIack  DHispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

f~~l  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


39% 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

[Til  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 

of  students 

who  met  or 

exceeded 

the  standard 

*See  Web 
fa  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


(SKILLS) 


f 

1 

lo  ' 

1 N/A I 

A 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  Engfish  Profciaicy 
Genera]  Education 

5 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  1 

r 

♦ ol  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Oakland  Beach  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


BOOKS  and  BEYOND:  Books  and  Beyond  Reading  Incentive  program  celebrated  its  10th  year  at  Oakland  Beach  School.  The  students 
surpassed  their  goal  of  1 million  pages  and  concluded  the  year  with  a parade  and  a pie-tossing  at  the  principal. 

Academic  Achievement-This  year's  6th  graders  dramatically  exhibited  grades  of  25  to  50%  growth,  when  compared  to  their  4th  grade  scores. 

Buddy  Readers-This  year  the  6th  graders  provided  younger  grade  1 and  2 students  with  Buddy  Readers.  This  was  an  attempt  to  boost  self- 
confidence  and  encourage  peer  tutoring  for  both  levels  of  students. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 


6.0 

5 0 Monthly 

4.0  §uart«ty 
Several 
30  & 

2 0 A 

1 0 Nevfcr 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papas 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
imartpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


Jhis„Schpp| 

„ This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.37 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.75 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.16 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

85.61 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.33 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.37 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

44/546 

2818/1 2075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  wilt  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  LanguageArts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(s)  . Ievel(sl  level(si  level(si 


44 


.aa. 


..ia. 


23 


±1 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


;,:-:768 


33.15 


Park  School 


Warwick  District 
Joseph  Peltier,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
273  Students 
12  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

H. 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

Characteristics 

23% 

v< 

~ * 

CM 

r\ 

11% 

11% 

8% 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 

■ (3 

77% 

J 

88% 

d) 

89% 

Z 

J 
_ 81% 

W 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 I Graduated  from  college 
ED  1 don't  know 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

CH  White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mathematics 


Percentage  100 (SK,US» 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


|N/A| 

**ool1o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Umited  English  Profictency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


TnmI 


n 


★★ool  lo 


slip 

CD  g-  S 5o 


*i 


5 S?.6 


' Qj  O 
■8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Park  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


MENTOR  PROGRAM/CAN  DO  CLUB:  Warwick  City  Hall  partnership  with  our  school  to  enhance  each  student's  self  esteem.  The 
establishment  of  the  Can  Do  Club  during  the  second  quarter  was  an  incentive  for  improving  student  attendance  and  work  effort. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  PLAN:  The  action  planning  teams  which  included  parents,  faculty  and  staff  and  administration  worked  extremely 
hard  to  improve  staff  and  parent  communication,  collaboration  and  understanding  school  environment. 

FACULTY  & STAFF:  Worked  closely  together  in  meeting  student's  academic  needs  and  promoted  a positive  learning  environment. 


Response 
Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0  Bapy> 


6.0  (Weekly 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Suarterfy 

Several 
q n [Times 
A-Year 

0 n bnca.A 
20  Year 

1 .o  Never 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

.„ This  School  _ 
81.25 

..  ~ . 

Th is  District. 

78.47 

The  State  _ 
85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.64 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.92 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

84.51 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.19 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.64 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

7/273 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


770 


33.16 


Pilgrim  High  School 


Warwick  District 
Edmund  Miley,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1174  Students 
1 02  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health  R1  Writing 


100 

(GRADE  10) 

(GRADE  9) 

(GRADE10) 

; 

19 

12 

a 

17 

80 

60 

14 

ii 

32 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ Achieyed.the.  Standard 

0 Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

46 

34 

51 

53 

52 

f~l  Below  Proficient 

■B-Oonsiderably---- 
Below  Proficient 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

[~~|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ O Below  the  Standard -- - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

high  school 

1 

assessments 

20 

18 

15 

37 

0 

17 

29 

D 

15 

SKILLS 

i □ 

n 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

478 

489 

Verbal  average 

484 

494 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 


58  64 


% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  92  87 

programs 


Percentage  of 

students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 

Range 

100 

1 1 

80 

or  exceeded 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

60 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 

Data 
Not  

40 

similar  students 
statewide 

Reliable  ■ 

( Participation  Rale  < 80%) 

20 

0 

Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


-‘G3 

k n r — n 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  uncn  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

10% 

(V) 

i%i%i% 

(T\ 

D 

3% 

90% 

w 

96% 

100% 

w 

82% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  H Black  □ Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

H ESL  □Bilingual 

□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

[ I Some  education  after  high  school 
i~~l  Graduated  from  college 

□ l donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


| N/A  j 


>»  >» 

I! 


★ ★★★ 


CL  J9 

I m 

4 


£ £ 
5 6 


_H0[ 


.6  | 5 

lli  'P  m 
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« 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Pilgrim  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


NEASC  ACCREDITATION-Decennial  Accreditation  visit  by  the  New  England  Association  of  Schools  and  Colleges. 

Strategic  Planning-Faculty,  parents  and  students  developed  a list  of  academic  and  social  performance  objectives.  Student 
involvement  in  the  process  was  extensive. 

Jobs-Jobs  for  Ocean  State  Graduates  Program  involved  forty-five  seniors  and  10  different  faculty  members.  The  graduating  students 
received  Certificates  of  Initial  Mastery. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  BofoWy 

4.0  §3^erty 
Several 

3-0  III 

2.0 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eac  hers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eac  hers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


T eac  hers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


j ' ' ““  ' "■  ' ■ 

1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.64 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.93 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

102 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.37 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.63 

14.85 

19.-71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.70 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/102 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

838/1174 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

4.57 

8.81 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

95.43 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  TNs  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 
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progress 
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% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  - 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
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level(s) 
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1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


10 
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ii 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levels). 


'"US' 


T4' 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


772 


33.17 


Potowomut  School 


Warwick  District 
Roy  Costa,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
196  Students 
9 Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

students  at 
each  performance 

60 

level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


12 


SKILLS 


45 


CONCEPTS 


12 


36 


15 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


58 


39 


33 


58 


to 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


fl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.O  Achieved  the  Standard . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'Cl  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

C]  Below  Proficient 

| Cons  iderably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

\ ' 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


l 


1 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 

ethnic  backgrounds 

education  services 

13% 

2%  1% 

3% 

0 

(T\ 

o 

17% 

87%^  ^ 

v_y 

97% 

w 

100% 

80% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

E3  Native  American 

El  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


CH  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| 1 Graduated  from  college 
[T-n  I don’t  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage  100 ..JSK.llLS> 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 
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Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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CD 
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English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Potowomut  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


GOOD  DEEDS  JOURNAL:  We  compiled  a book  of  good  deeds  throughout  the  year  and  were  awarded  $250  by  the  Feinstein  Foundation  for 
this  documented  community  service. 

ADOPT  A CLASS:  The  object  of  this  program  was  to  partner  local  businesses  with  classrooms  to  aid  in  developing  a working  relationship 
between  business  and  education. 

INCLUSION:  Potowomut  School  continues  to  pilot  an  inclusion  program.  This  year  faculty  members  continue  to  be  involved  in  developing  a 


system  of  education  based  upon  the  needs  of  the  whole  student  population. 


Response 
Choices  |~V 


r.O 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Monthly 
4 0 Qua* erty 

3.0 


Several 
, T&Tes 
A -Year 


? Once.  A 

20  Yea it 

1.0  few 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mat  hemal  ical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmaripuiatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  dfferent 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamation 


1 ...  . ■ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.95 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

93.02 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.81 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

95.07 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

4.93 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.40 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/9 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/196 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


i 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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lowest 
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58 

53 

1 
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| 

I 

2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


774  V 


33.18 


Randall  Holden  School 


Warwick  District 
Kathleen  Adams,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
323  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


23 


54 


36 


49 


13 


CONCEPTS 


28 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


49 


28 


13 


67 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  .the  .$  tend  3rd . 

f~1  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  .Proficient 

f~1  Below  Proficient 

Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 


school  who  met  Sample_ 

or  exceeded  Ran9e 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  wmdm 

Reliable  ■ 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


0 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

13% 

0 

87% 

2%1% 

0 

95% 

O 

100% 

5% 

19% 

D 

^ 76% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

D White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


6% 


39% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
[ | Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


775 


Randall  Holden  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


GOOD  DEEDS:  We  were  picked  as  a "Feinstein  School"  this  year.  We  were  honored  to  be  1 of  30  schools  that  were  chosen. 

STAFF  DEVELOPMENT:  School-wide  journals  were  instituted  to  encourage  writing  and  integrate  writing  into  other  curriculums. 

TECHNOLOGY  EXPANSION:  Our  technology  program  is  up  and  running  and  in  full  swing  with  3 trained  staff  technology  specialists 
providing  support.  Each  classroom  has  at  least  one  upgraded  computer  with  new  educational  software. 


Response 

Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  j«sSMy 

5 0 MgntWy 

4.0 


n [Times 
J U A'Year 


o ft  Once, A 
2 0 Year 


1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipLitatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 

labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.92 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

68.12 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.62 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  <%) 

85.17 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

17.73 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

90.71 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/323 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
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% of  students 
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performing  at 
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standard  or 

lowest 
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1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.19 

776 


Rhodes  School 


Warwick  District 
John  Vuono,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
345  Students 
15  Teachers 
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60 
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40 

elementary  school 
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20 
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SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


49 


42 


CONCEPTS 


12 


56 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


50 


12 


38 


15 


70 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. ,d  Achieved  .the  $ ten  d and 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


15 


45 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

PI  Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 
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Range  I I 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 
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SKILLS 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  . SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


-C ZD- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility 
subsidized!  uncn 


for  Students  from  various 

programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


90% 


12% 


88% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


CH  White  Hfilack  Q Hispanic 
C]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E Other  Programs 


10% 


I~1  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
l~l  Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
E]  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 
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(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 
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English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Rhodes  School 


, Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


STUDENT  OF  THE  MONTH  PROGRAM:  Partnership  with  Shaw's  Supermarkets-this  program  was  developed  to  recognize  outstanding 
student  achievement  and  behavior  in  each  classroom,  grades  1-6,  on  a monthly  basis. 

MENTOR  PROGRAM  WITH  E.G.  & G.  SEALOL:  Professionals  trained  by  Warwick  Chamber  Education  Foundation,  mentor  students  on  a 
weekly  basis  to  help  them  deal  with  issues  of  self-esteem,  accepting  responsibility  and  respect  for  oneself,  as  well  as  others. 

CHRISTOPHER  RHODES  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL  YEARBOOK:  With  assistance  from  6th  grade  committee  of  parents,  staff  and  students,  a 
school  yearbook  was  developed. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4 0 |&terly 
Several 

3-0  P& 

2 ° 

1 0 Never 

I.U 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
Instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


! 

This  School 

This, Di  strict. 

Jh  estate 1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

63.12 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.94 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.81 

89.91 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

17.63 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.19 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

42/345 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING: 

EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.20 


Sherman  School 


Warwick  District 
Albert  Berger,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
391  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

Percentage  of 

80 

43 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

39 

assessments 

20 

15 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


46 


CONCEPTS 


13 


74 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


57 


19 


42 


23 


36 


26 


36 


38 


38 


29 


63 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Cl  Ac.hi.QYed  .the  .Standard 

l~~l  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


H Exemplary 

. .□  Proficient 

I~~l  Below  Proficient 

"■  Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  — 

100 

1 ' .1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

24% 

76% 

4%1%2% 

© 

1*4% 

O 

100% 

4°/ 

16% 

£ 

fo 

D 
/ 81% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 

RAniiPArl-l  iinrh 

Q White  iBIack  □ Hispanic 

CD  Non-Recipients 

PI  Non-Recipients 

nuuu  LUULU 1 lU  1 1 

□ Not  Eligible 

H3  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

I Resource 

E]  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


L 

30% 

[ I Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
[X]  I donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


| N/A 1 

00  ★★nO 

~u 

*0n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
hfcparuc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sherman  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*Seo  Web 

fa  school  goals 


FEINSTEIN  "I  CAN  MAKE  A DIFFERENCE  PROGRAM"-Sherman  School  was  recognized  as  1 of  30  schools  in  Rhode  Island  to  receive  a 
$1000  cash  award. 

CAN-DO  CLUB:  Sherman  School  inaugurated  the  second  Can-Do  Club  in  Warwick  Schools.  The  club  provides  incentives  for  students  who 
meet  attendance/work  habit  criteria.  Membership  grew  from  80  students  in  the  first  quarter  to  176  in  the  fourth  quarter. 

SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT:  A third  action  team  was  formed  to  address  professional  development  goal  of  School  Improvement  Plan. 


Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 fijitNy 
4 0 gSaterty 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials  mathematical 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulatves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

87.85 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

96.17 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.42 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

10.05 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.59 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  /Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

6/774 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/391 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(§) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

. JgvqKsJl 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

lev§l  (s). 


48 


23 


IX 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

abo  v e ac  Ji  i e v e me  nt 


.38. . 


36 

II 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


780 


33.21 


Toll  Gate  High  School 


Warwick  District 
John  R.  Golden,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1 222  Students 
97  Teachers 


Mathematics  R I Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9)  (GRADE  10) 


100 

: 

10 

8 

_4_ 

10 

80 

27  : 

18 

11 

22 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

40 

17 

10 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D Achieved,  the.  standard 

40 

0 Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

51 

27 j 

42 

50 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-Q  Below  the  Standard  --  ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

□ Below  Proficient 

® Considerably ---■ 
Below  Proficient 

high  school 

42 

assessments 

20 

0 

13 

8 

28 

29 

13 

D 

Q 

SKILLS 

in 

\ 

CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

500 

489 

Verbal  average 

505 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

74 

64 

%of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample . 

Range  I 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 

Oata 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60- 

40- 

20 

0 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

r T) 

i%1%1% 

n 

1% 

15% 

93% 

w 

96% 

100% 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  fl  Black  □ Hispanic 
C]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

[~~l  Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □Bilingual 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 

□ Native  American 

□ other  Programs 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l donl  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
* io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Toll  Gate  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Student  Success  in  Academic  Competitions-With  hundreds  of  hours  of  teacher  assistance,  students  excelled  in  the  Academic 
Decathlon  {3rd  in  state),  Science  Fair,  Model  Legislature,  JETTS,  and  History  Day  Competition. 

Three  Toll  Gate  High  School  Teachers  Win  Sizer  Grants-Three  teachers  are  among  twenty-seven  state-wide  to  win  Theodore  Sizer 
Grants  for  proposals  to  increase  parental  involvement  in  schools,  each  bringing  $50000.00  to  the  teacher  and  $1000.00  to  the  school. 

The  Music  Program  Excels-Top  awards  were  earned  by  the  Toll  Gate  High  School  band,  chorus,  and  full  string  orchestra  at  separate 
spring  competitions  in  New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire,  and  Toronto. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  informal  ion 


Financial  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.65 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

76.27 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

92.86 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

93 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.80 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

21.16 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.20  ' 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/97 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

625/1222 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

10.93 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

89.07 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

leveM 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.22 


Warwick  Neck  School 


Warwick  District 
Ann  Stratton,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
338  Students 
13  Teachers 


Mathematics 


(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

60 


8 

17 

44 

27 

— 

31 

40 

25 

8 

SKILLS  1 

CONCEPTS I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  Rl  Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  4) (GRADE  5)  (GRADE  3) 


10 

40 

27 

18 

58 

58 

— 

0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . .0  AchiQYed  thQ.Stendefd 

A A 

0 Exemplary 
0 Prpficient 
0 Below  Proficient 

72 

65 

0 Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

34 

48 

28 

■ Cohsiderably 
Below  Proficient 

12 

~6~ 

6 

12 

14 

8 

38 

[WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

1 READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  r 
Range  — L 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  mjm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 __ 

60 

40 “ 

20 — 

0 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidizedlunch programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


5% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


0 White  HBIack  0 Hispanic 
[H  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


f~1  Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

0 1 dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 ro  test -takers 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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PTa]q*»oi  Id 
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UJ  p 111 
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English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Warwick  Neck  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOLS  AS  COMMUNITIES-A  community  within  the  school.  It  creates  a safe,  comfortable,  cooperative  respectful  environment  in  which 
problem  behaviors  decrease  and  effective  teaching  and  learning  increase. 

FEINSTEIN  SCHOOL-We  are  a 100%  participating  Feinstein  Good  Deeds  program  school  and  have  been  $1 ,000  winners  each  year. 

We  were  the  pilot  school  for  the  can-do  club  which  encourages  children  (and  their  families)  to  get  to  school  on  time,  attend  each  day  and  be 
on  time  with  assignments. 


1 

This  School  _ 

This  District 

■ — i 

The  State  | 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

67.65 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.43 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.47 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

85.21 

89.91 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.73 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.93 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  #of  Teachers* 

1/13 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

9/338 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100  — - 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
„.,.AevpJ  (§).... 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

levelfe) 

above 

achievement 

Jpxelfel 

above 

achievement 
level  (s)t 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


12  n 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


0 

ERIC 


784 


33.23 


Warwick  Veterans  Memorial  High  School 


Warwick  District 

Richard  A.  Rouleau,  Principal 

Grades  09-12 

1 179  Students 

109  Teachers 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

22 

6 

11 

10 

15 

80 

9 

Percentage  of 

17 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

students  at 

60 

. n.Aqhioy.od.thQ.Stftndftrd 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

47 

33 

47 

53 

ED  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

40 

high  school 
assessments 

20 

15 

19 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

34 

32 

0 

15 

10 

skills! 

n 

1 

CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


I**)  Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

l~~l  Below  Proficient 

® Considerably--- 
Below  Proficient 


23 


5. 


31 


41 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

478 

489 

Verbal  average 

491 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

60 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

93 

87 

Percentage  of 

students  in  this 
school  who  met 

Sample 

Range 

100 

1 | 

80 

or  exceeded 

the  standard 

Actual  — 

60 

compared  to  the 
percentage  of 

Data 

Not  

XL 

40 

similar  students 

Reliable 

■ 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

statewide 

0 

Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education  ' 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

14% 

i%1%1% 

(T\ 

10%  » 
(T\ 

86% 

97% 

vJ 

100% 

V — -^88%  : 

I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
Q Not  Eligible 

ED  WhiteH  Black  ED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  | | Bilingual 
E3 Other  Programs 

l~1  Non-Recipients 
I Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
E3l  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A  | 

-,on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Educator 
tiled  Engfeh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

5 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Warwick  Veterans  Memorial  High 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


NEASC  ACCREDITATION -The  New  England  Association  of  Schools  and  Colleges  visited  Veterans  High  School  on  March  1-4,  1998. 

$15,000  LEGISLATIVE  GRANT-The  grant  will  enable  Warwick  Veterans  to  begin  wiring  the  building  to  bring  the  Internet  to  every 
classroom. 

STAFF  DEVELOPMENT  -Teachers  at  Veterans  engaged  in  staff  development  on  Computer  Technology,  Cooperative  Learning  and 
Portfolio  Assessment. 


| Thi s_Schqol Jhis^Di strict Jhe  S tate j 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

63.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.62 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

90.90 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indicators 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

99 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.69 

89.91 

84.76 

*See  Web 
f nr  mnrft  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

11.31 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.42 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/109 

6/774 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

480/1179 

2818/12075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

10.62 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

89.38 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

!evelj(s)___ 

t 


!■ 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 

% of  students  % of  students 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


33.24 

786 


Winman  Junior  High  School 


Warwick  District 
Joanne  Mclnerney,  Principal 
Grades  07-08 
625  Students 
59  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


; 

8 

-e- 

=1= 

=3= 

zsz 

=2= 

18! 

19 

- — i 

19 

34 

15 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 

52 

with  Honors 

37 

23 

78 

72 

. . . . □.AchjovQdAbO.  standard. . . 

— 

: 

42 

— 

40 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

24 

20 

□ Below  the  Standard 

40 

— 

— 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

— 

Achievement 

18 

24 

23 

16 

21 

K ■ 

~ 

T3- 

—3~ 

.WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

n 

r 

IwRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVINGl 

1 READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


18 


PI  Exemplary 

□ P/PJWWDl 

□ Below  Proficient 

■'Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample - 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  — 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100* 

80* 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0-- 


M at  hematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

ILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grades) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

r P\ 

2%1% 

/is 

120/.  20/. 

(i TA 

ss 

88% 

w 

95% 

100% 

86% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□white  1 BlackD  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


io%  3% 


12% 


15% 


60% 


| | Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
i I Some  education  after  high  school 
j | Graduated  from  college 
□ l dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>s  >s 

fi 


sSfilil 

"“  So 


5 S\5 


111  0 
'S 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Win  man  Junior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Gold  Medal,  Great  East  Music  Festival:  Our  orchestra,  for  the  second  year  running,  achieved  gold  medal  status  in  this  regional 
competition. 

Food  Drive-Fourth  Place  Winners:  Winman  students  gathered  food  for  local  food  banks  in  conjuction  with  Alan  Shawn  Feinstein.  This 
was  augmented  by  an  additional  food  donation  in  May,  1998. 

Science  Olympiad-sixth  place  winner  Our  first  attempt  at  this  state  level  competition.  CXir  7th  grade  team  achieved  6th  place. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 

Several 

3.0 

2.0  ^ 


Community  and  Parents 


i .0  wy**' 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  dagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign  The  school  Invites 

hands-on  people  from  the 

learning  community  to 

(manipulatives,  speak  on  different 

labs,  projects)  topics 

Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 



_ 

r 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

_The.  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.61 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

83.68 

77.58 

76.54 

94.69 

94.11 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Averaqe  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

94 

94 

86 

Indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

90.51 

89.91 

84.76 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.49 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.35 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/59 

6/774 

472/10028 

70/625 

28 1 8/1 2075  3548 1 /1 53342 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover.  | 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics 

(SKILLS)  ' (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

level  (si  . level  (s)_... 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement 

Ievel{s).., ...MpM 


82  84 

59 

5 

H- 

4 

2 

If 

27  04 

24  22 

1 I 

24  24 

1 1'  1 

° 1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1.8. .13 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


33.25 


Wyman  School 


Warwick  District 
Judith  Daniel,  Principal 
Grades  K-06 
347  Students 
16  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


25 
8 

m/m 

SKILLS 


49 


20 


CONCEPTS 


KB. 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


28 


45 


30 


25 


19 


16 


25 


12 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CD  Achieved  .th.O.St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□Below the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


13 


56 


n Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

ED  Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 60%) 


100 

80 

60- 

40 

20- 

0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

12% 

1%1%  1% 

- — ■ — \ 

6% 

Characteristics 
of  students 

(V) 

(TS 

O 

attending 
this  school 

88% 

97% 

100% 

— ^ 76% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

ED  White  B Black  ED  Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

ED  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  ED  Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

ED  Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


14% 


71% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
im  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60 

40- 

20- 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts  ' 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[ N/A  | 


>.  > 
% f 

n 


AlQQQ 


ill 

! S 6 


5 fr.& 


>s  >s 

II 


HI 


Ill 

« £ o 


[Mimui 


i Sl|| ! 


UliO 


[n/a  1 


.5  £.5 


’ iii  o 


>s  >- 

II 


★000 


i “ |?5o 

*1 


★Q 


6 5\6 


“1J 

r-  P 


1 uj  (D 
■8 


I N/A  | 


n 


★QQQ 


S“||So 


s§ 


★a 


.5 


1 uj  O 
"8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


33.26 

ERjt 


789 


Wyman  School 


Information  Works / School  Year  1997- 1998 


LIBRARY  RENOVATIONS-  The  library  is  being  transformed  into  a media  center  through  upgrading  the  collection  of  titles,  installing  an 
automation  system  and  installing  a circulation  desk  and  internet  wiring. 

POSITIVE  INCENTIVE  PROGRAM  - To  stimulate  and  motivate  children  in  reaching  academic  success  and  positive  social  skills. 
Numerous  incentives  were  instituted  and  awarded  for  children  who  met  a certain  criteria.  Special  incentive  prizes  were  awarded. 

WYMAN  CODE  OF  CONDUCT  REVISED-The  code  of  conduct  was  revised  to  include  school  rules,  cafeteria  rules,  bus  rules  and  incentive 
program  to  tie  everything  together. 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.41 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

65.06 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.51 

94.11 

92.74 

21 

21 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

91.67 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

10.22 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.72 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/16 

6/774 

472/10028 

23/347 

2818/12075 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

{SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

{PROBLEM  SOLVING)  {READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  {WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at^ 
standard  or  ' 
above 


100  -------  ----  - - 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


Jevelfe) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

level  (si  


60  - 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual 


51 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


790 


33.26 


Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


791 


Westerly  District 


James  W.  Hoebbel,  Superintendent 
3540  Students 
199  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


62 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


54 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


54 


38 


30 


36 


11 


17 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. Q.  Achieved  the  Standard  . 

FI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


G Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


13 

6 

19 

14 

=2= 

32 

Z2I 

zsz 

41 

24 

16 

52 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

EH  Achieved  the  Standard 

— 

24 

46 

— 

44 

82 

78 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard ' ' 

25 

1 

42 

| Little  Evidence  of 

18 

mm 

27 

23 

lt: 

21 

1 13 

17 

Achievement 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

SKILLS 

IWRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

CONCEPTS  1 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


20 


C]  Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
n Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


10 

16 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


10 


13 


38 


CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


H Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.0  Ac.hi.Qypd  tb.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

-□  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


d Exemplary 

d Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  - - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

483 

489 

Verbal  average 

487 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

65 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

91 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Westerly  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

13% 

Characteristics 

/V 

2°% 

rx 

4% 

of  students 
attending 
school  in 
this  district 

0 

[) 

93% 

0 

80%  

0 

95% 

c 

D 

100% 

84% 

□ Public 

■ Home  Instructed 
Cl  Non-Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

C Not  Eligible 

□ White  ■ Black  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

O Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
simitar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

5 

0 

1 

4 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

5 

1 

2 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

5 

2 

1 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

5 

4 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

Selected  SALT 

. % of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

73 

80 

79 

j 

Elementary 

Middle 

High  1 

survey  findings 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

95 

82 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

%of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a '‘moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

61 

52 

79 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

6 

20 

29 

Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


i 

District  Average 

State  Average  j 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.38 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

88.76 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

15.99 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.10 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

6/199 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

626/3540 

35481/1  53342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

12.27 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

87.73 

82.05 

Westerly  District 


information  Works i School  Year  1997-1998 


Elementary  School  Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


* See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 


0 to  test-takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Middle  School 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


^ fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


' 

|N/A| 

> 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfch  Proficiency 
General  Education 

High  School 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


* fewer  than 
^10  students 

♦ no  students 
WBre  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


34.00 


Westerly  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

41419 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  {$) 

16409 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  {$) 

519707 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

169 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

64 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  {$) 

13 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


2% 


□ Local  □ State  M Federal 


Instructional  Education  Technical  Education  English  Education 
Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


Financial  Information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  j 

WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  j 

separate  cover.  j 


34.00 


Babcock  Middle  School 


Westerly  District 
Joy  N.  Sacco,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
843  Students 
32  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

. ( GRADE  8) 


13 

41 

— 

25 

18 

SKILLS 


46 


CONCEPTS I 
PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


32 


82 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D AQhiey.Q^Tbe.^tanclarcl. . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ □ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Pjpficient 

I I Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 


Sample  - 
Range 


■[=□ 


PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

100 

80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


English  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


.CZZ3. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecflunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

rwr 

,4*2% 

l%" 

6% 

mm- 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

97% 

Q White  B BlackO  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

99% 

l~~l  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

■ 

83% 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
O Self-Contained 

36%  V y 

x 21% 

Q Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  coOege 
m | don't  know 

Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

s 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>.  >» 
SS 

n 


SIP! 

r fr° 


o 

"8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Babcock  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Reading  Instruction  - All  grades/AII  students.  Remedial  and  Developmental. 

Building  staff  development  geared  to  best  practice  to  close  gaps,  raise  test  scores  and  increase  student  learning  and  performance. 

Comprehensive  student  and  support  services,  special  education  programs,  move  toward  full  implementation  of  middle  level  philosophy 
and  practices. 


i ...  ’ - 

! • 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.15 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.60 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.68 

94.38 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

95 

95 

86 

6.  Stability  {%) 

99.65 

88.76 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

6.95 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

84.24 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

3/32 

6/199 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

137/843 

626/3540 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  covers 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s)t 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or 

above  achievement  above 

level(s) 


80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


21  21 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


85  86 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


is Y 4" 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


34.01 


Bradford  School 


Westerly  District 
Doreen  Brancato,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-05 
236  Students 
18  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

8 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

68 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

assessments 

20 

20 

0 

nsz 

SKILLS 

64 


20 


CONCEPTS 


64 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


19 


69 


31 


50 


46 


12 


23 


| Little  Evidence  of 
■Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  thS.StodWl 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ Q Below  the  Standard  ' 


55 


[^Exemplary 

. .n  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

'I  Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  ^ 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

o- 


-CZ3- 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


'CZT 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch 


programs 


39% 


61% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  1 % 3% 
1% 


93% 

D White  iBIack  O Hispanic 
El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

d Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 


l~~l  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


71% 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


NA 


El  Did  not  finish  high  school 
| G radiated  from  high  school 
El  Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
|Xl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 ro  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% £ 
s 


fMlooool  b 


j s £ 
s 5 6 


5§ 


±Qj 


.§  |'5 

m 

"8 


IMl 

ooooflo 

TA 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engffeh  Profictency 
General  Education 

>.  >> 

11 
6 Q 


[nmIqqO'aI  Io 


1“ 


*! 


|4 

5 o 


★0 


.5  £.5 


6 6 


f^000+l  lol 


CL  J9 

1“. 


i!4 

I So 


•8 

CO 


.6  p 

2 p 2 

1 
8 
ui  O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Bradford  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


After  School  Enrichment  Prog  ram -More  than  100  students  attended  this  six  week  program  in  the  spring.  There  were  nine  choices  of 
activities  that  were  taught  by  parents  and  staff  on  a voluntary  basis. 

Parent/Teacher/Student  Compact-This  compact  is  an  agreement  of  partnership  that  is  signed  by  parents,  students  and  teachers  which 
states  that  we  will  work  together  to  ensure  that  each  child  achieves  success. 

Bradford  Pride  Plan-Taking  PRIDE  in  our  school  by  showing  good  behavior  and  respect.  This  school  wide  plan  was  developed  to  promote 
positive  self-image  and  to  encourage  students  to  take  pride  in  our  school  community. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 

1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reacfing  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  digrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(manipuialrves,  speak  on  different  with  school 
labs,  projects)  topics  work 


f 

This._Sc.hoQl 

_ThisDi  strict 

The  State  . ] 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

95.83 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.38 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.39 

94.38 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

18 

NA 

21 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.94 

88.76 

84.76 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

18.68 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.61 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/18 

6/199 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/236 

626/3540 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

I Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

Financial  Information 

I data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

..  JsYalte).... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

Jey.el(sJL  


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levQlCsl 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


-76 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual 


24 


2001 

Target 


64 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

...MelCsl... 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


799 


34.02 


Dunn’s  Corners  School 


Westerly  District 

Joseph  M.  A.  Celico,  Principal 

Grades  PK-5 

404  Students 

21  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


65 


26 


18 


56 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


35 


12 


71 


11 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  the  .Standard 

PI  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

Q Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CO NV ELIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


22 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


A 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 l 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rata  < 80%) 

20 

Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  el  iaibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

13% 

r*\ 

i%  1%1% 

nS 

r\ 

9%1% 

/T\ 

vJ 

97% 

V / 

100% 

w 

90% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
O Not  Eligible 

EH  White  HBIack  O Hispanic 
Cl  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

n Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 

n Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
|~1  Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


2% 


( ™ >10% 


73% 


I i Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I j Graduated  from  college 
[Ti]  I don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
' for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

, fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


n 


E^oooo 


iSffll 

cd  a-  £ $o 


r 


w w 0 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Dunn’s  Corners  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


More  Opportunities  for  Child  Success-Children  started  a Student  Council  with  advisor  and  Site  council  support  also,  annual  Art  Fair,  Daily 
Outstanding  Achievement  Awards,  Reid  Day  Family  Celebration,  Odyssey  of  the  Mind  Club,  Student  Talent  Show. 

Expanded  Partnerships:  The  Dunn's  comers  Site  Council  membership  was  expanded  with  the  goal  of  parent  and  teacher  representation  for 
every  grade  level.  Education  Support  Committee  was  formed  to  assist  classroom  teaching  and  learning. 

Staff  Development-Seven  Dunn's  Comers  teachers  participated  in  the  summer  computer  training  course  sponsored  by  the  Rl  Foundation. 
Rfth  grade  teachers  received  training  in  teaching  higher  level  thinking  skills. 


Choices  _R 

7.0  f5&y> 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JMjafciy 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3 0 P& 

2-0  .Vear'A 

1.0  Keys' 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
( manipulates, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


This. School  

..  .This. District 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.17 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.80 

94.38 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

71.82 

88.76 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

23.64 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.20 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/21 

6/199 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2/404 

626/3540 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

Ievel(s) 

level  (si 

level(si 

level(si 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


34.03 


Springbrook  Elementary  School 


Westerly  District 
Jean  Crowley,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-05 
391  Students 
24  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


19 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


43 


65 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Ac.hi.QYed  .the  .Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


10 


O Exemplary 

|~~]  Proficient 

0 Below  Proficient 

Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

1 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

SL 

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


•irtrrr 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  lunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

rx 

3%  20/0  1% 

13%  1% 

v_y 

95% 

100% 

87% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

E]  Not  Eligible 

CH  WhiteHBIack  OHispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

Cl  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 

I"!  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


18% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
n Graduated  from  college 
im  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  noo proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


II 

O Q 


iMWooruT  ★oil 


SmJ 

$ ■ 


l£l 

5 5 6 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


tu  £ tu 

_|I 

1 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  1 

0*0  (TO* 

-r 

★on 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
FBsparoc 
Nat  ive  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ilted  Engfch  Proficiency 
General  Education 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Sprlngbrook  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


PLAYGROUND  INITIATIVE-Staff,  students  and  parents  worked  together  to  provide  family  fund  raising  activities  on  a monthly  basis  to  raise 
$24,000. 

IMPROVED  TECHNOLOGY-Staff  and  parents  wrote  grants  and  volunteered  time  to  raise  money  for  new  computer  software  in  the  amount  of 
$6000. 

IASA  MINI-GRANTS:  Five  of  our  classroom  teachers  were  awarded  mini-grants  through  our  creative  learning  center.  All  projects  represented 
high  end  learning  opportunities  for  our  students. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4.0 

3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


JVegkly 

^fifthly 

(Quarterly 
Si 

E 


ieveral 

iffms 

!A-Year 


ibnoe,A 

Year* 

Never 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 


( 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

This  School. 
67.74 

This  District  . 

100.00 

.The  State ...  . _J 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

86.78 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.29 

94.38 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

79.87 

88.76 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

20.13 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

97.08 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/24 

6/1 99 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/391 

626/3540 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year,  j 


data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


80 


60 


40 


- 76  - 


20  - 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
levelfc) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levpl(sl 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

j 

i 

59 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


. Je.veKs!. 


1998  2001 

Actual  .Target 


803, 


* i 


34.04 


State  Street  Elementary  School 


Westerly  District 
Dean  Springer,  Facilitator 
Grades  K-05 
337  Students 
15  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


26 


63 


11 
SKILLS 


57 


26 


37 


30 


PROBLEMSOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


R I Health 

(GRADE  5) 


24 


30 


59 


30 


11 


16 


68 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


IH  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .Q  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“0  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


20 


n Exemplary 

.0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ "Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade 4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 

Range 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 

40 

20 

0 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizecTlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

25% 

2% 

1% 

.(T\ 

75%X'- ^ 

85% 

99% 

84% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  MBIack  0Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


8% 


[ | Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
1 I Some  education  after  high  school 
[ | Graduated  from  college 
[Till  dont  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 


English  Language  Arts 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


State  Street  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Family  Library  Night:  One  night  per  month. 
Student/Parent/Teacher  Contract. 
Continuing  Curriculum  Development. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


Choices  _R 

7.0 

6.0  jwjady 

5.0  McritNy 


Literacy 


4.0  gLuarterty 
Several 

3.0 


2.0 


A'Year 

rp*c$A 

afear 


1.0 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputalives, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  heip 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


__7his.School... 

This  District,.. 

The.  State  I 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

85.71 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.53 

94.38 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

100.00 

88.76 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

16.37 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

100.00 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/15 

6/199 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/337 

626/3540 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

I.QVeJ  (?).... 

89  90 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


80  - 
60  - 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

levelfs). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

l©v?l(sl 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


76 -7-8- 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


..ley  e]  (s.l 


11  10 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


805 


34.05 


Tower  Street  School 


Westerly  District 

Sylvia  C.  Blanda,  Facilitator 

Grades  K-05 

325  Students 

14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


60 


29 


SKILLS 


27 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


52 


17 


52 


10 


22 


67 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. _Q  Ac.hi.Qyed  th.Q  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"O  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 

students  In  this 

school  who  met  Sample 
Range 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  —JLm 

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpation  Rate  < 80%) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


CDD3 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

44% 

2%1%  1% 
/rS 

00 

fc. 

> 

r\ 

56%  V 

CD 

96% 

100% 

— ^ 78% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

0 White  iBIack  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


19% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
[~j  Graduated  from  college 
|T!1 1 don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


806 


Tower  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Tower  Street,  a Feinstein  school,  is  involved  in  two  partnerships.  One  is  a cross -generational  partnership  with  Watch  Hill  Manor.  The  other 
involves  our  providing  wort< -related  activities  for  handicapped  individuals  from  Olean  Center. 

A very  active  and  committed  parent  organization  raised  the  funds  for  and  installed  a handicapped  accessible  playground,  and  is  organizing 
an  after  school  activities  program  for  Winter  1999. 

As  a result  of  grant  writing  efforts,  district  efforts  and  staff  committed  to  the  use  of  technology,  in  addition  to  computers  already  in  use,  every 
classroom  will  have  a state-of-the-art  computer  with  Internet  access  by  Spring  1999. 


Choices 

7.o  m 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 

4 0 ^rterty 

Several 

3-0 

1 .0  fever 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanpulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
peopte  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This.School 

.This. Districts 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.74 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.30 

94.38 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA  ' 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

83.52 

88.76 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.55 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.02 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/199 

472/10028 

1 0.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/325 

626/3540 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

levei(§)  . Iev§l(sl  lev§l(si  level(si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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34.06 


Westerly  High  School 


Westerly  District 
James  Murano,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1004  Students 
75  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Hearth 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

23 

7\ 
17  i 

10 

6 

80 

13 

25 

60 

16 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ Achieved  Ahe.  Standard 

40 

51 

31  j 

38 

56 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

20 

0 

10 

16 

29 

35 

7 

n 

SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing  SAT 

(GRADE  10) 


8 

, 

This  School  State 
Math  average  483  489 

56 

n Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

Verbal  average  487  494 

f~l  Below  Proficient 

■B- Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests  65  64 

28 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound  g-j  87 

programs 

D 



Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

i :::i 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 
Not  

sx. 

40 

Reliable 

m 

20 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  eduction 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

7% 

1% 

4% 

rr) 

(T) 

n 

10%  __ 

(\ 

w 

93% 

w 

98% 

100% 

V 

J 
' 86% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 

n White  B Black  O Hispanic 

n Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

Reduced-Lunch 
CD  Not  Eligible 

CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 

I ESL  □ Bilingual 

H Resource 

ED  Native  American 

ED  Other  Programs 

U Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


8%  5% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
I Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I ! Graduated  from  college 
ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics  Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Westerly  High  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


TECHNOLOGY -The  technology  in  our  building  was  doubled  during  the  97-98  school  year. 

REMEDIAL  READING-The  Remedial  Reading  Program  was  expanded  in  both  staff  involved  and  number  of  students  services. 

Many  teachers  participated  in  workshops  and  trainig  in  Reading,  SALT,  Teleconferencing,  NEASC  Self  Study,  Team  Building,  New 
Standards  in  Math  and  English  Language  Arts. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  (nfamation 




This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

80.88 

79.01 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

92.88 

94.38 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

82 

82 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

89.29 

88.76 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

14.22 

15.99 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

94.70 

94.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/75 

6/199 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

487/1004 

626/3540 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

12.27 

12.27 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

87.73 

87.73 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


809 


34.07 


□mtoffoooaGo®®  M®[?fe©S 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


West  Warwick  District 


Dr.  Michael  W.  Jolin,  Superintendent 
3696  Students 
274  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100  ■ 
80 
60 
40 
20 
0 


13 


SKILLS 


17 


39 


CONCEPTS 


19 


63 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


39 


33 


46 


32 


65 


16 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


0 Exemplary 
Q Proficient 
□ Below  Proficient 


| Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


35 

77 

p|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

PJ . Aq  hi  p v §d.  tb  0.  S.tAOCiaid 

39 

84 

P|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

PI  Below  the  Standard 

^ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

25 

10 

77T 

18 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 

10 

0 Exemplary 

52  Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

...  ... || Considerably:  " 

Below  Proficient 


37 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 

60 

40 

assessments 

20 

0 I- 


12 


39 


25 


22 


SKILLS 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


32 


14 


58 


17 


p|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved  ths  .Sf^pd^fd 

P|  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ - -P]  Below  the  Standard-  - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


0 Exemplary 

P]  Proficient 

PI  Below  Proficient 

-■  Considerably  ---• 
Below  Proficient 


18 


38 


- 42 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

465 

489 

Verbal  average 

492 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

56 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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West  Warwick  District 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997- 1998 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedluncn  programs 

Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  in 

1 9% 

© 

.0" 

5%  2% 

© 

5% 

© 

11% 

this  district 

^ ^ 81% 

\ / 

90% 

95% 

85% 

(~1  Public 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 

d White  H Black  dHispanic 

d Non-Recipients 

d Non-Recipients 

H Home  Instructed 

Reduced-Lunch 

d Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  d Bilingual 

H Self-Contained 

d Non-Public 

d Not  Eligible 

d Native  American 

d Other  Programs 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
d Resource 

Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

4 

2 

2 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

4 

2 

2 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

4 

2 

0 

2 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

4 

3 

0 

1 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Rl  Writing 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 


Selected  district 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  informal  ton 


f 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

NA 

NA 

NA 

f 

Elementary 

Middle 

High J 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

NA 

72 

97 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

73 

49 

74 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

8 

20 

19 

r 

District  Average" 

State  Average  | 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.30 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

83.94 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

19.10 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.72 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

0/274 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

1304/3696 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

23.70 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

76.30 

82.05 

100  ■ 

80  ■ 

60  ■ 

40  ■ 

20  ■ 

0 - 

100  • 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 - 

too 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


ft 

n 


PUT* 


rfr° 


Ml 


’ LU  O 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[WA1++I  L 


> >. 
H 


5|1 

i“ 


1 5 

3 o 


ID  0 


Sll“f  p° 


c 


Ik  ' 

1 N/A I 

*★★★  * 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Femate 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  E deal  ion 

-5 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


> > 
i i 
s i 


***01  I* 


*1 


I 5 

3 6 


3 -a 

||i 

w C 0 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n7a~1 

★ ★ *0  i — i* 

r_i*r~i 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Femate 

Special  Education 
English  Proficiency 
Generat  Education 

ID 

1 


Rl  Writing 


35.00 

813  . 


West  Warwick  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  {$) 

39351 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

14461 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  <$) 

264439 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

73 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

117 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

28 

21 

District  financial 
information 


Total 

Expenditures 


Sources  of  Revenue 

3% 


□ Local  □ State  B Federal 


Total 

Instructional 

Expenditures 


Instructional  and 
Administrative 
Support 


Non-lnstructional 
Services 
to  Students 


Facilities 

Management 


Transportation 


Financial  Information 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 
WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
separate  cover. 
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Greenbush  Elementary  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Pasco  L.  DiPadua,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
498  Students 
26  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


15 

23 

48 

40 

31 

35 

6 

CONCEPTS 


58 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


34 


39 


18 


53 


11 


Rl  Health 

(GRADES) 


10 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .thq  St^nd^rd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Exemplary 

. .CD  PtQficient 

CD  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80- 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


♦in 

I N/A  1 

★★★orb 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Ffis  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  EngSsh  Proficiency 
General  Education 

ii 

it 


fWA]*++0l  lo 


: I fill 

*1 


' m <3 
* 


[N/A 1 


>s  >s 

% % 

8 8 


+++0I  lo 


mm 


.5  S\S 


00  iis  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Green  bush  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Performance  Based  Assessment  Preparation-Weekly  after  school  academic  program  for  students  in  grades  3-5. 

Staff  Development  Prog  ram -Hosted  training  in  the  area  of  mathematics  for  the  entire  West  Bay  region,  presented  by  a nationally  renown 
expert,  Rachel  McAnallen. 

Evening  Activities  for  Families-Provided  a host  of  programs  for  families  including  3 Math  and  Science  Nights,  Literacy  Nights  and 
Grandparents  Night. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


> 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  I 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

97.22 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

84.88 

77.13 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.77 

92.30 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.96 

83.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.04 

19.10 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

94.51 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/26 

0/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

32/498 

1304/3696 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

76.30 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING: 

EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (s). 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 
level  (s). 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual.  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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35.01 


John  F.  Peering  Middle  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Ernest  Frias,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
876  Students 
71  Teachers 


100 

15 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

30 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 

40 

34 

assessments 

20 

19 

0 



mem 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


19 


43 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


35 


39 


25 


84 


10 


f~~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . □ AQhieysdAhe.Stend^/d . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

•"□Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


□ Exemplary 

. . n.P|pfiQi?nt 

□ Below  Proficient 

^Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — | 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data  4r% 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  ( grade  a ) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20 

0- 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  8) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  I NTT  ERP  RET  ATI  ON  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

5%1% 

4% 

4°/ 

!> 

r\ 

75%  ^ ^ 

88% 

96% 

J 

87% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□White  H BlackO  Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Native  American 

□ Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
□Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


8% 


40% 


0 


30% 


22% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


| N/A 1 


>«  >> 
£ f 
6 $ 


++  hH 


it\ 


.2 


i 5 6 


33 


£ l‘s 

2 5 UJ 

3 £ 3 


[ N/A  1 

T 

uC 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
irted  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  F.  Peering  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 
*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


After-School  Program- 20  activities  during  each  of  two  after  school  sessions.  The  program  operated  4 days  a week  from  2:00-3:30.  A 
late  bus  was  provided.  1/3  of  the  student  population  participated  in  the  program. 

Sen.  Robert  Weygand  visitedRenaissance  Movement-Prog,  and  assisted  students  in  writing  a production  of  2 orig.  plays  performed  in 
town,  at  Trinity  and  the  Convention  Ctr.  As  part  of  the  program  a 2 day  townwide  festival,  each  culminating  in  a bus  trip  to  a Trinity 
performance  was  held. 

MAT  Scores-The  1998  MAT  7 Standardized  Mathematics  Test  in  Math  Concepts  and  Problem  Solving  increased  from  51%  in  1997  to 
R4%  in  199 ft;  thR  Standard?  pH  RpaHing  Tflst  in  Reading  tomprehansinn  increased  for  45%  in  1997  tn  51%  in  1998 


Choices 
7.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JMjtekly 

5.0  Mptfhty 

4 0 ^yarterly 
Several 

3.0  ns®, 
2.0^ 

1.0 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

and  digrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

(maniputatives,  speak  on  different  with  school 
labs,  projects)  topics  work 


f 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

74.03 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.97 

77.13 

76.54 

91.63 

92.30 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Selected  school 

72 

72 

86 

Indicators 

87.10 

83.94  ; 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  informs! ion 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.88 

19.10 

19.71 

96.46 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/71 

0/274 

472/10028 

642/876 

1304/3696 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

76.30 

82.00 





| 

Financial  Information 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , j 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover . } 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (s) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level  (si 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe).... 


87 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

Jey§fts)L 


50 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


n n ■ i 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


43 


37 

25  25 

1 1 

1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


35.02 


John  F.  Horgan  Elementary  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Donna  M.  Peluso,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
454  Students 
41  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


20 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


13 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


29 


35 


49 


16 


59 


35 


30 


15 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  .the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ ’□  Below  the  Standard  " 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ Exemplary 

. .□  .Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

B Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 

PROBLEM 

1 00  SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 

80 

60  — ; i 

40 

20 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  el iqibiMty  for 
subsidizealunch  programs 


62% 


B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


11% 


2% 


86% 

□ White  BBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


14% 


86% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


110/0  4% 

CD 


85% 


n Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


36% 

64% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
B Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
f~l  Graduated  from  college 

[X|  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


M at  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


>.  >. 

f f 

n 


IMIaaaaI  In 


:Sff f I 

^ m 2-  S 5 o 


5 S-5 


’ LU  0 
■8 


[n/a| 

iHHtitr—,  0 

♦o„ 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A 1 


>.  >. 

i a 


:lf.  ip 

fff° 


Dd 


5 $5 


[N/A  | 


>»  > 


Jin  i 
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£ $5 


1 ill  0 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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John  F.  Horgan  Elementary  School 


Information  Works ! School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technological  Advancements -Through  the  acquisition  of  Working  Wonders,  Champlin,  State  Technology  Initiative,  and  FCC  Universal 
Access  Grants,  computers  for  each  classroom  were  purchased  and  a building  local  area  network  was  designed  and  installed. 

Healthy  Schools-Healthy  Kids  Program  Development  Recognition  Award. 

School  Improvement  Efforts-A  very  active  School  Improvement  Team  has  initiated  the  positive  process  of  change  and  school  reform. 


Response 
Choices  4r 


Literacy 


7.o 

6.0  WwkV 

Selected 

5.0 

SALT 

4 0 jS^erty 

survey 

Several 

findings 

3 -0 

(Teacher  responses) 

< 

o 

c\i 

i.o  tea* 

Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

This  Sc hool 

. ..  . This  District 

- ...  . The  State.,. , J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

77.14 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

90.48 

77.13 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

94.25 

92.30 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

20 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

77.58 

83.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

25.73 

19.10 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.44 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/41 

0/274 

472/10028 

60/454 

1304/3696 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

76.30 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

above 

achievement 

levelfs). 

above 

achievement 

lev§l(s). 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

85 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


35.03 


Maisie  E.  Quinn  Elementary  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Dennis  R.  Gentili,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
576  Students 
35  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


36 


SKILLS 


53 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


59 


50 


32 


29 


38 


63 


14 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  .Standard. 

l~l  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  """ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably’ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


1 00- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
o- 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
lizeolunch 


subsidize 


programs 


37% 

6: 


63% 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


6%2%  1% 


89% 

□ White  HBIack  nHispanic 
HH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


6% 


94% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

E3  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


4% 


© 

83% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


"(T) 

19% 


38% 


19% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
fXl  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100  ■ 
80  - 
60  - 
40- 
20- 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Special  Education 
irted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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MalsIeE.  Quinn  Elementary  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School  Internet  Access-Every  room  at  Maisie  Quinn  now  has  access  to  the  Internet  (and  school  has  a web  page). 

Intensive  skills-AII  day  kindergarten  program.  Students  at-risk  receive  1/2  day  regular  kindergarten,  1/2  day  intensive  skills  kindergarten. 
Fine  Arts  Prog  ram -Collaboration  between  Art-Music -Computer  work  together  developed  programs,  productions,  mixed  classes. 


Response 

Choices 

7.0 

6.0 

Selected 

5.0 

SALT 

survey 

4.0 

findings 

3.0 

(T eacher  responses) 

2.U 

1.0 

Several 

jTimes 

A-Year 

ibrice^A 

YeaT 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
hstruction 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 


on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 


This  District 


The  State 


Selected  school 
indicators 


See  Web 

for  more  information 


1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

59.46 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.75 

77.13 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.67 

92.30 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

19 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

76.03 

83.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

25.04 

19.10 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.43 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/35 

0/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

17/576 

1304/3696 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

76.30 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

ievelfe) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(s). 


80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


..level,  (s). 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


65 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


35.04 


Providence  Street  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Ken  O'Grady,  Int.  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
309  Students 
19  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100" 

80 

60 

40 

20 


19 


10 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


16 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


25 


33 


58 


23 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


f~1  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  Achieved  the  .standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


n Exemplary 

f)  PcpfipJent 

□ Below  Proficient 

"B  Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


hid 


Actual  — 


Data  4% 

Not  mjm 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


SKILLS 
100 

80 

60-”‘ 

40- 

20- 

o- 


Mathematlcs  (grade  4) 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

yS* 37% 

2%  2%  1% 
/T\ 

3% 

16% 

63%  V 

CD 

94% 

u 

100% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

□ White  HBIack  0 Hispanic 
d Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

D Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E!  Other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


16% 


16% 

I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
f"1  Graduated  from  college 
[Xl  I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

a fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

Q no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERIC 


Providence  Street  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


PTA-1998  Rhode  Island  State  PTA  'Child  Advocate  Award"  winner. 

NEASC-Gained  10  year  accreditation  from  the  New  England  Association  of  Schools  and  Colleges,  Inc.  by  the  commission  on  Public 
Elementary  Schools. 

Information  Works!-One  of  only  27  public  schools  to  surpass  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education's  standards  for  student  performance. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


7.0 

6.0  ^*iy 

5.0  Monthly 


4 0 Quarterly 
Swaraj 

3-0  Jfe 

jbnc^A 
2 0 Year 


1.0  New* 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 

Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 

T eac hers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(maniputatwes, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  Teachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

r 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

96.15 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

64.96 

77.13 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

95.36 

92.30 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

21 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  {%) 

79.82 

83.94 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.18 

19.10 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.23 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/19 

0/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

29/309 

1304/3696 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  {%) 

NA 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

76.30 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

. achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

..level  {?).... 



level  (si 



level  (si 



Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


level  (s) 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


35.05 


West  Warwick  Senior  High  School 


West  Warwick  District 
Patricia  K.  Pitocchi,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
983  Students 
82  Teachers 


100 

12 

80 

Percentage  of 

39 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

high  school 

25 

assessments 

20 

22 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


10 

12 

32 

42 

1 

CONCEPTS 

38 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D . Ac  h i e v ed.  the.  Stand  ard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

■ Q Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


O Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

l~~l  Below  Proficient 

■^-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

465 

489 

Verbal  average 

492 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

56 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

88 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample , 

Range  1 


Actual  — mmmm 
Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

11% 

(T) 

3%  2% 

1%  _ 1% 
7T\ 

4% 

(T) 

8%  3% 

( <r \ 

89% 

93% 

v_y 

96% 

W 

88% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

G White  H Black  □Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
G Native  American 

Q Non-Recipients 
| ESL  G Bilingual 
□ other  Programs 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
G Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


I I Did  rot  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  h#i  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
Gl  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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West  Warwick  Senior  High  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School  Reform  Initiatives:  As  an  active  member  of  Breaking  Ranks,  we  focused  on  assessment  of  quality  student  work  and  personalizing 
our  school.  Internally,  we  scrutinized  external  assessments  (norm  referenced,  state  mandated  tests)  and  internal  assessments. 

Options  for  students:  A pre-apprenticeship  program  was  implemented.  The  Academy  of  Finance  will  be  implemented  in  September  1998 
along  with  a school -with  in-a-school  program  based  in  integrated,  project-based  learning. 

State  of  the  Art  Facility:  CXir  building  was  networked  with  our  Media  Center  as  its  hub.  All  classrooms  reach  the  Media  Center.  We  are 
now  entering  a new  and  exciting  era  of  electronic  information. 


! 

i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.31 

77.74 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

73.65 

77.13 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

88.74 

92.30 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

88.85 

83.94 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

17.81 

19.10 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.61 

96.72 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/82 

0/274 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

524/983 

1304/3696 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

23.70 

23.70 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

76.30 

76.30 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


826 


35.06 


Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


@©  WooirastaKsko'S 


3 

ERIC 


827 


Woonsocket  District 


Anthony  L.  D'Acchioli,  Ed.D.,  Superintendent 
6651  Students 
420  Teachers 


100 

TT 

80 

Percentage  of 

40 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

41 

assessments 

20 

13 

0 

-- 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


76 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


39 


26 


37 


38 


23 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


m 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 


I Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


14 

39 

72 

70 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . . D.AQhj^yodTh^.ST^nclAncI 
fl  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard ' ' ' 

45 

| Little  Evidence  of 

22 

25 

Achievement 

~S~ 

WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 

WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 

READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 

READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


t*1  Exemplary 

[~~1  Proficient 

l"~l  Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  '■ 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


100 

4 

19 

14 

12 

80 

8 

60 

14 

45 

45 

40 

32 

16 

20 

36 

34 

19 

A 

V 

skills] 

n 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


m 


rj  Achieved  the  Standard 
46  with  Honors 

. . .U  Achieved  the  .^t^nd^rd 


24 


□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

- - O Below  the  Standard-  - - 

^ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


23 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


32 


37 


29 


D Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably  - - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  District  State 


Math  average 

473 

489 

Verbal  average 

476 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

44 

64 

%of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

92 

87 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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823 


Woonsocket  District 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
school  In 
this  district 


Student  participation  in 
public  school 


Student  elic 
subsidized 


Ability  for 
lunch  programs 


Students  from  various  ethnic 
backgrounds 


Students  receiving 
or  bilingual  educati 


ESL  Students  receiving  special 
on  education  services 


10% 


D Public 

H Home  Instructed 
EH  Non-Public 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


□ White  | Black  EDHispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  EH  Bilingual 
E3  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Self-Contained 

□ Other  Special  Programs 
E3  Resource 


Number  of  schools 
in  this  district 
whose  students 
met  or  exceeded 
thestandard 
compared  with 
similar  students 
statewide 


Subtest 

Total  No.  of 
Schools 

Below 

Comparison 

The  Same  As 
Comparison 

Above 

Comparison 

Elementary  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

8 

5 

0 

3 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

8 

4 

4 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

8 

3 

2 

3 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

8 

4 

2 

2 

Middle  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Reading:  Analysis  & Interpretation) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

English  Language  Arts  (Writing:  Effectiveness) 

1 

0 

1 

0 

High  School 

Mathematics  (Skills) 

2 

0 

1 

1 

Mathematics  (Problem  Solving) 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Rl  Writing 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Poverty 

Non-Poverty 

All  Seniors 

% of  seniors  who  took  Algebra  II 

44 

60 

56 

Selected  SALT 
survey  findings 

(Student  and  teacher 
responses) 

Span  of  teacher  responsibility 

Elementary 

NA 

Middle 

97 

High  

117 

% of  teachers  who  report  that  time  is  a "moderate"  or  "major" 
obstacle  to  planning  and  implementing  school  improvement 

83 

71 

76 

% of  students  unsupervised  outside  of  school  more  than 
3 hours  per  day,  3 days  a week  or  more 

9 

22 

35 

Selected  district 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  Information 


y yyl  ~ * yy  ‘ . . y ' ‘ ~ y . . . 

District  Average 

State  Average  _ ~ • 

1.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

91.24 

92.74 

2.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

21 

3.  Stability  (%) 

78.92 

84.76 

4.  Mobility  (%) 

29.43 

19.71 

5.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.66 

96.31 

6.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers  * 

6/420 

472/10028 

7.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students  * 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

8.  Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

38.17 

17.95 

9.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

61.83 

82.05 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I N/A  | 

ft 

II 


ffi 


ilSIll 


.HI' 

TTTpr 

1 u 1 

uj  *5  2 


co 


u3  O 

E 

*5 

I 


| N/A  | 

“li  ♦ 0r>- 

— Aca 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

iSflP 

i“|iso 

« 1 
.1 

i 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


[n/a1 


>>  >, 

11 

6 Q 


1»ru 


: if  Ip 

e co  a.  5 $ o 


:ZQ 


2 p 2 

si  s 


J uj  O 

13 


1 N/A  1 

s-l 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVPX 
Black 
His  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

it 


a.  IMl-rJUT  litD 


ilffP 

■ CQ  Q-  S $ O 


'I 


E 

5 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


| N/A] 
>.  >» 
E % 

I i 


2 £ 


5 $ o ■ 


±±L 


1 

1 

o 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/Aj 

It 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiaiVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

.ta 

i 


Ri  Writing 


8 3!0 


36.00 


Woonsocket  District 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


District  Average 

State  Average 

Median  Family  Income  ($) 

31659 

39172 

Per  Capita  Income  ($) 

11997 

14981 

Property  Value  Per  Student  ($) 

139136 

309319 

Relative  Local  Tax  Capacity 

44 

100 

Relative  Local  Tax  Effort 

146 

100 

Local  Tax  Rate  Per  $1 ,000  of  Assessed  Value  (1998)  ($) 

24 

21 

District  financial 
Information 


"Total  Total  Instructional  and  Non-lnstructional  Facilities  Transportation 

Expenditures  Instructional  Administrative  Services  Management 

Expenditures  Support  to  Students 


Sources  of  Revenue 


D State  EH  District 


7% 


□ Local  □ State  I Federal 


Expenditures  Area  Schools  Proficiency 


More  detailed  financial  information  will  appear  at  the  district  and  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION 

I 

Financial  information  j WORKS!  This  year,  data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under 
j separate  cover. 


83}  -3 


36.00 


Bernon  Heights  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Robert  Wiese,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
569  Students 
25  Teachers 


100 

80 

41 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

15 

0 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


54 


CONCEPTS 


78 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


12 


32 


23 


50 


27 


21 


73 


19 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .□  AchiQYecj  .th.Q  .Stenderd . 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

“O  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


□ ’Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

I Considerably" 

Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 


Sample 
Range  “ 


100 


SKILLS 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


80 


the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


40 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


C5S55D 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 

41%/ 

5%  J* 

11% 

,2%4Py 

33%  S 26% 

59% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

w 

83% 

□ White  HBIack  Q Hispanic 
ED  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 

100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

E3  Other  Programs 

W 

77% 

□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 

7% 

33% 

1 1 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
[TT]  1 donl  knew 

Mathematics 


Percentage  -|  qo - — — - 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  inform  at  bn 
on  non- proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


A 

**o 

| — i 

f 

1 — ! 

1 N/A 1 

~T**fL=* 

| N/A  1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Htspanfc 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfish  Proficiency 

Genera)  Education  | 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarYP.I. 
Black 
Htspanb 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  Engfish  Profbiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Bernon  Heights  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


Technology-Purchased  14  new  computers  through  grants  and  received  $9,025  from  the  Rl  Legislative  Technology  Initiative  to  wire  the 
school. 

Geography  Bee-A  fifth  grader  represented  Bernon  Heights  at  the  state  Geography  Bee. 

Parent  Teacher  Organ ization-We  have  a very  active  PTOthat  helps  our  school  and  staff  through  activities,  programs  and  volunteers. 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

54.55 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.25 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.23 

91.24 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  mae  Information 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

81.88 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

20.78 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

93.33 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/25 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

21/569 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

leyej(s) 

level  (si 

level(s). 

JeypKsi 

01 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


36.01 


Citizens  Memorial  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Sylvia  Natale,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
362  Students 
1 5 Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

29 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

40 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

24 

0 

D 

SKILLS 

71 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


48 


17 


33 


26 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .D  Achieved  the  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

O Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably’ 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 

Data  # % 

Not  —4m 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


19% 

* 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

EH  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


52% 


6%  2% 

13% 


EH  White  MBIack  EH  Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
EH  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


17% 

83% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


6% 

"© 

83% 


EH  Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


40% 


1°%  15% 

(3. 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 

□ I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


** 

0 

0 

*JT 

1 N/A  | 

(Ml 

IM 

★*1  brio 

T 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

33 

si 

LL 

Special  Education 
irted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 
Non-poverty  | 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.l. 
Black 
Ffe  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERIC 


834  :'v; 


Citizens  Memorial  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


IMPROVING  LITERACY  AT  HOME;  Teachers  utilized  $2000  grant  by  researching  costs,  finding  every  family  and  purchasing  a magazine  for 
one  year.  The  school  received  the  magazines  and  teachers  distributed  them  to  the  eldest  sibling  in  each  family. 

INSERVICE  TRAINING  FOR  TEACHERS. 

TECHNOLOGY;  2 Working  Wonders  grants  awarded.  Lab  has  25  computers  and  teachers,  students  and  parents  will  received  training  during 
98-99  school  year. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 


Response  _ 
Choices 


7.0 

6.0  Weekly 

5.0  tenthly 

4.0 

_ eral 

3.0 


(T eacher  responses)  frpca  A 

2 0 YeaT' 


1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Literacy 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papas 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
rearing  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Numeracy 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Community  and  Parents 


T eac has  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  infamalion 


t 

This  School 

__7his  District  . 

. Jhe  State.  i 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.48 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

100.00 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.53 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

44.23 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

29.81 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.96 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

17/362 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level  {§) 

level  (s]t 



level(sl 

, 

level  (s)t 

80 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


36.02 


Fifth  Avenue  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Michael  Capasso,  Principal 
Grades  1-2 
204  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
studentsat 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 

I 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


10% 


90% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 


□ Not  Eligible 


36% 


11% 

(I)" 


13% 

□ White  HBIack  □ Hispanic 

□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


14% 


0 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
pother  Programs 


9% 


10% 

0 

80% 


□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

fa  mao  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 


This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education. 


ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


836 


Fifth  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


'In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


Community  Activities-Community  activities  engaging  parents,  staff,  students  along  with  Fairmount  School,  Fifth  Avenue  School,  Second 
Avenue  School  and  Coleman  School  averaging  350  people  per  activity. 

READING  IS  FUNDAMENTAL-GO  FOR  THE  GOLD:  Gold  coins  were  awarded  for  each  book  read  for  RIF  Day.  Prizes  were  awarded  and  guest 
readers  came  to  the  school.  Hundreds  of  books  were  read. 

TECHNOLOGY  GRANTS-Workings  Wonders  $30,000  and  a legislative  grant  for  $8,500  awarded  to  the  school  for  wiring  and  one  PowerMac 
per  classroom,  one  PowerMac  for  every  support  site,  and  a 12-station  PowerMac  Computer  Lab  all  wired  to  the  LAN  and  WAN. 


Response 

Choices 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  ^Wy 

5.0  £jg&Ny 

4.0 

3.0 
2.0^-A 

1.0 


eral 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


rn 

Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign  Students  receive  Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites  Teachers  give 
writing  skills  their  reports  rearing  materials  mathematical  charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the  suggestions 

instruction  and  papers  other  than  reasoning  and  and  diagrams  learning  community  to  on  how  to  help 

textbooks  concepts  (manipulates,  speak  on  different  with  school 

instruction  labs,  projects)  topics  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  \ 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.73 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.39 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

69.04 

78.92 

84.76  . 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

38.08 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.07 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

5/204 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  information 


! Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 

i 

data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

i 


School  * ] 

targets  for 

adequate  This  school  does  not  have  a grade  tested  by  the  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education.  j 

yearly  j 

progress  ; 


.837 


36.03 


Globe  Park  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Roger  Chauvin,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
412  Students 
23  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100' 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


39 


SKILLS 


30 


56 


CONCEPTS 


m 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5} 


23 


38 


23 


38 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .C  Achieved  th.Q  Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'O  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


H Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

FI  Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 

100 

l ' 1 

80 

Actual  — 

— 

60 

Data 

Not  

40 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 

20 

SKILLS 


0 


PROBLEM 
CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


r~~~i 


Characteristi 

cs 

of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidizecflunch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment  


10% 


14% 


98% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


D White  BiBlack  D Hispanic 
El  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


O Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
E]  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
E]  Self-Contained 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  coliege 
[Xl  I don't  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


English  Language  Arts 

{READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


I! 


JifJi! 

S“tfSo 


Dili* 


.6  S\6 


w m O 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Globe  Park  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*Soe  Web 

for  school  goals 


SCHOOL  IMPROVEMENT  TEAM:  Our  School  Improvement  Team  continued  work  toward  goals  established  in  strategic  plan. 

FEINSTEIN  AWARD:  Globe  Park  School  was  selected  for  the  second  year  in  a row  as  one  of  thirty  schools  in  Rhode  Island  fora  $1000 
award. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT : Complete  staff  participation  in  one  computer  workshop. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmanipulalrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*Soo  Web 

for  more  information 


L 

..Jhis.School 

This.  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

61.29 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

53.19 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  {%) 

93.75 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

21 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

55.51 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

33.84 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.57 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/23 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/412 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Dropout  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  information 


L 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEMSOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

levelCs). 

above 

achievement 
level  (si 

above 

achievement 

level(sl 

83 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 
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36.04 


Grove  Street  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Robert  Wiese,  Principal 
Grades  K*03 
131  Students 
6 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


55 


l**l  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
■ Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met  f 

or  exceeded  j 

the  standard  I This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  repat. 

compared  to  the  j 

percentage  of  — 

similar  students 
statewide 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


25% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced -Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


8% 


HI  White  |Black  Q Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
[2]  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
a bilingual  education 


6% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
21  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


8% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
HI  Self-Contained 


Percentage 
of  students 

who  met  or  

exceeded 

the  standard  This  school  Is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

* See  Web 

for  more  information  ; 

on  non-proficient 
students 


‘ 0 

ERLC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Grove  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goats 


MR.  MEUNIERS  AMAZON  DISPLAY:  A two  day  exhibit  of  preserved  Amazon  skeletal  remains  and  cultural  materials,  presented  during  our 
own  Science  Fair. 

JUMP  START  PROGRAM:  A home  visit  program  teaching  pre-school  children  basic  skills,  serving  2 to  4 year  olds. 

VISIT  TO  WOODV  ALE  FARM:  Visiting  a working  farm  under  the  direction  of  U.R.I.  at  the  Alton  Jones  Campus. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  reformation 


[ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  | 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

29.63 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.02 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

69.14 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

41.36 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.89 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/6 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

3/131 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report  j 

__  i 


36.05 


Harris  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Norman  Blanchette,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
314  Students 
12  Teachers 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


SKILLS 


53 


33 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


66 


10 


10 


54 


34 


29 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .C]  Achieved  .the  .Stepderd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' '□  Below  the  Standard 

■ Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I NTT  ERP  RET  AT  ION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


47 


O Exemplary 

. .O  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

Consfderab’ly 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o- 


M at  hematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


65% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


5% 


84% 


C White  HBIack  d Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  < 


2% 


98% 

□ Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


'“0 

81% 


□ Non-Recipients 
| Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


\ 20% 

40%  f \ 

\/^25% 

15% 

ED  Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 
□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I 1 Graduated  from  college 
ED  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
« 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20  - 
0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>.  >N 

n 


[wa1***0 


S“f 


ill 

i 5 5 


.5 


’ LU  O 


[n/a| 

★★★On* 

1- 

n*n 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

AsfauVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
Genera!  Education 

In/a] 


if 

II 


★★★ol  I* 


: I fl!  I 


£ s\& 


LU  ^ LU 


1 LU  o 


[n/a| 

★★★on* 

-T 

★★n 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1, 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 
. Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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842 


Harris  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Pumpkin  Fest-Annual  holiday  activities  forthe  family  sponsored  by  the  PTOand  conducted  by  teachers  on  an  evening  close  to  Halloween. 
Spirit  Day-End  of  year  day  sponsored  by  PTO  providing  special  programs  and  a barbecue  for  students,  parents,  and  siblings. 

Family  Technology  Night-Microsoft  Corp.  provided  demonstrations  and  hands  on  activities  for  students  and  families. 


[ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  ! 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.00 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%} 

80.90 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.72 

91.24 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

22 

NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

87.57 

78.92 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

22.60 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.31 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/12 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/314 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

„ . i 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 

%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
lev§l  (si 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

leveRsl 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERIC 


36.06 


Kendrick  Avenue  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Lisa  Simons,  Principal 
Grades  01-03 
155  Students 
7 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


[^[Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
■Below  Proficient 


! 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

school  who  met  | 1 

or  exceeded  j j 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the  | j 

percentage  of  * 

similar  students 
statewide 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

2iv-^ 

10%  3% 

13% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 

-ft) 

o 

o 

this  school 

79% 

^ '74% 

100% 

V 

80% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ White  flBlack  3 Hispanic 

n Non-Recipients 

□ Non-Recipients 

□ Not  Eligible 

D Asian/Pacific  Islander 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

■ Resource 

3 Native  American 

3 Other  Programs 

3 Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  informal  ion 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Kendrick  Avenue  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


Mln  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


AMAZON  EXHIBIT:  Our  entire  school  visited  Grove  Street  School  to  attend  an  authentic  Amazon  exhibit. 
STORY  TELLERS:  Several  story  tellers  visited  the  school  during  the  year,  sponsored  by  Hospital  Trust  Bank. 
ZOO  VISIT:  Mobile  zoo  visits  school  and  explains  animals  and  their  behavior. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


7.0 


6.0 

5.0  ^Othly 

4.0  §^teriy 


2 0 


Students  receive 
writing  skBs 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign  Students  receive 
reading  materials  mathematical 

other  than  reasoning  and 

textbooks  concepts 

instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  (Sagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(manipulates, 
tabs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


[ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

j 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

29.63 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.19 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

25 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

76.88 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

31.21 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.98 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/7 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/155 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  cfistricts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


.... 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


o 

ERIC 


36.07 


Kevin  K.  Coleman  Elementary  School 


Woonsocket  District 
George  Nasuti,  Principal 
Grades  03-05 
277  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

=3= 

Percentage  of 

80 

38 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 

40 

44 

assessments 

20 

0 

16 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


CONCEPTS 


79 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


33 


15 


32 


38 


40 


35 


35 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


p|  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CD  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"□  Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


BB 


PI  Exemplary 

.□  Prpficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Cons  i d erab’l  y 

Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  m^L 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 60%) 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized! unch  programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


84% 


H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


12% 


17% 


42% 


13% 

CD 


87% 


CD  White  HBIack  [DHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


CD  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  □ Bilingual 
ED  Other  Programs 


4% 


□ Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


19% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H G radualed  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
I I G radualed  from  college 

□ I dont  know 


Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


(SKILLS) 


1 

1 

1 

- - 

** 

1 \m 

*rflo 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
ifted  English  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 
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Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


I N/A 1 

_♦ 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

I 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


n 

[n/a! 

«mo 

♦ 0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiancy 
General  Education 

i 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Kevin  K.  Coleman  Elementary  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


'In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


Books  and  Beyond  Program-Annual  reading  incentive  program  involves  the  entire  school  population.  Theme:  reading  around  Rl;  380,000 
pages. 

Family  Resource  Room-Developed  a resource  room  for  the  community.  Stocked  with  media  materials  and  three  computer  stations. 
Technology-Purchased  19  computers  to  be  placed  in  individual  classes.  Entire  school  wired  for  internet  access.  Created  school  web  page. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  infamatiai 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

70.83 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.24 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

95.15 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

75.55 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

30.72 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.17 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Fled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/20 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

56/277 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


10o ........ 

80 


60 


40 

20 

0 


45 


40 

1998  2001 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

%of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

above 

achievement 

level(s) 

level  (si 

level(sl 

\ 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


i 


i 


= 

| 32 

i 25 


i 

1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
level  (si 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


36.08 


Leo  A.  Savoie  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Carol  Frisk,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
470  Students 
20  Teachers 


100 

0 

80 

Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 

60 

50 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 
assessments 

20 

39 

0 

=3= 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


19 


CONCEPTS 


15 


10 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


26 


57 


25 


14 


21 


57 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .CD  Achieved  .the  .Standard  . 

Q Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘ O Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


I 


FT  Exemplary 

.D  .Proficient 

n Below  Proficient 

| Considerably" 
Below  Proficient 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  “ 


Actual 


Data 

Not  f 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade 4) 


100 
80- 
60-  - 
40- 
20- 
0 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidizedlunch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

31% 

3%4%  2% 

(T)  ; 

o 

2% 

13% 

(4 

w 

69%  

91% 

w 

100% 

V 

J 

84% 

■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

Q White HBIack  QHispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 

Q Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

ED  Other  Programs 

O Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


55% 


3% 

12% 

N.  \ j/ 30% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
|X|  I dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

. fewer  than 
w io  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


IN/Al 

1 

★oil 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

IwaI 


>«  >s 

H 


.1“ 


*1 


12 

S 6 


6 &.S 


lu  P m 

Q. 


1 UJ  0 


>.  >. 
8 S 


; to  £-  £ 5 o 


s 


6 & .6 

ill 


’ w CD 
"8 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Leo  A.  Savoie  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Reid  Day  at  end  of  year. 
Christmas  Assembly. 
Talent  Development. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher responses) 


7.0 

6.0^kfy 

5.0  MjSPtWy 
4 0 JjJafterty 

3.0 
2-° 

1.0 


eral 


Numeracy 


n 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skBls  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  gve 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

: 

_ This  School _ 

Th  i s District 

I 

The  State j 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

87.10 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

86.51 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

94.53 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

23 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

92.38 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.24 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.78 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/20 

6/420 

472/10028 

1/470 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKSI  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 


%of  students 
' performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


...I  ev^.l  {§)... 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


.level  (si 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level(sl  _ 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

...  JeyeKsL... 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


36.09 


Pothier  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Lisa  Simons,  Principal 
Grades  01-05 
134  Students 
6 Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


100 

80 

Percentage  of 

students  at 

60 

each  performance 

level  on  the 

40 

elementary  school 

assessments 

20 

42 

11 

68 

58 

21 



SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


B9 


63 



37 

English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


32 


58 


37 


26 


37 


42 


74 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  ' 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


10 


19 


□ Exemplary 

.□  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

H Considerably 

Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  " 


Actual 


Data 

Not  -JEi 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


a 


ft oSfc 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


tsfe- 





Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
edl lunch 


subsidize 


programs 


25% 

75% 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


13% 


12o/02%1% 

0 


[H  White  Bl  Black  [U  Hispanic 
CH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
El  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

El  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


17% 

0 

83% 

El  Non-Recipients 
| Resource 
E]  Self-Contained 


Mother's  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
n Graduated  from  college 

|!»!|  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

* fewer  than 
^ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 
80 
60 
40 
20  - 
0- 


Mat  hematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


| N/A 1 


II 


★★★ol  b 


: S|i|l 

i“!!So 

i < 


.5  | '6 
1 ip  1 

3 % 2) 

iU 

So 


I N/A  I 

***()♦  0 

004 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

FemaJe 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


1 N/A  | 


lo 


: I III  I 

;“!js  o 


M 


.6  SvS 


’ uj  O 


I N/A  [ 


n 


★★★ol  lo 


ill  IP 

«||5o 


00 


6 S' .6 


36.10 
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PlGase  notG.  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Pothier  School 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Town  Meetings:  The  whole  school  meets  once  each  month  to  celebrate  successes  and  resolve  conflicts. 

Grade  Level  Goals:  Goals  are  set  at  each  grade.  Each  student  has  a sheet  listing  goals,  which  are  checked  off  when  mastered;  evidence  of 
mastery  is  attached. 

Ongoing  Assessment:  Teachers  are  provided  with  substitutes  so  that  they  can  debrief  assessment  activities  with  each  student  personally 
in  a one-on-one  setting. 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5 0 Monthly 

4 0 gjarterty 

fpveral 

s?& 

9 n 'Onca.A 
2 0 year 


1.0Nw» 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


Literacy  Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  T eachers  assign 

writing  skills  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papers  other  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
Instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
fmaniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites  T eachers  give 

people  from  the  suggestions 

community  to  on  how  to  help 

speak  on  different  with  school 

topics  work 

! — 
I 

This.School  . . 

This  District. 

„The  State_  „ 1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  {%) 

48.39 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

95.12 

67.63 

76.54 

93.23 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

NA 

NA 

NA 

114.92 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  <%) 

48.07 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  {%) 

96.20 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/6 

6/420 

472/1 0028 

0/134 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  {%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year , 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


47 

42  


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 


performing  at 
lowest 
achievement 


performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

..ggiSKSlCU  ......  


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

JeyeKs.l level  (sj. 


43 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Second  Avenue  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Michael  Capasso,  Principal 
Grades  K-03 
190  Students 
8 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Rl  Writing 

( GRADE  3) 


21 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably 
• -Below  Proficient 


All  other  state  tests  are  taken  only  by  grade  4 and  above. 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 

school  who  met  j — 

or  exceeded 

the  standard  j This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 

compared  to  the  J 

percentage  of  * - 

similar  students 
statewide 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

1W% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

15% 

29% 

(§> 

13% 

O White  H Black  0 Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

79% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  □ Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

5% 

87% 

0 Non-Recipients 
■ Resource 
□ Self-Contained 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


i 


36.11 

o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Second  Avenue  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 


Three  community  activities  involving  parents,  staff  and  students  of  Fairmount  School,  Second  Avenue  School,  Fifth  Avenue  School  in 
conjunction  with  Coleman  School  ran  a winter,  spring  and  summer  evening  community  activity  averaging  350  per  activity. 

READING  IS  FUNDAMENTAL-GO  FOR  THE  GOLD:  Gold  coins  were  awarded  for  each  book  read  for  RIF  day.  Prizes  and  guest  readers  came 


*See  Web  to  the  school.  Hundreds  of  books  were  read. 

(or  school 

WORKING  WONDERS  GRANT  FOR  TECHNOLOGY -Awarded  $30,000  from  Working  Wonders  and  an  $8,500  Legislative  Grant  to  wire  school 


and  have  on-line  computers  for  classrooms  and  a computer  at  all  support  offices. 


Choices 


7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0^Wy 

5.0 

4.0 

2-0^ 


Students  receive 
writhg  skis 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  riagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manfcxdatfves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

72.73 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.98 

91.24 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

23 

NA 

23 

NA 

21 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

69.09 

78.92 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  Information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

38.64 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.29 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/8 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/190 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


i 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


This  school  is  not  eligible  to  take  the  state  tests  used  to  produce  this  part  of  the  report. 


36.11 


Social  Street  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Lisa  Simons,  Principal 
Grades  K-05 
229  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
elementary  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  4) 


38 


38 


12 

O (M 

SKILLS 


60 


21 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

( GRADE  4) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  5) 


64 


36 


..  JLl 


46 


16 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & I NTT  ERP  RET  ATI  ON 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  3) 


0 Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. .0  Achieved  .the  .Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

"0  Below  the  Standard 

H Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


0 Exemplary 

. .0  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■ Considerably  ’ 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 
Range  ~ 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  -UL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rale  < 80%) 


100- 

80 

60- 

40- 

20- 

o- 


Mathematics  (grade  4) 


SKILLS 


CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


nr 


.n. 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  4) 


READING:  READING: 

BASIC  , ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


a- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized  luncn  programs 


10% 


90% 

| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 


0 Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


12% 


1% 


22< 


53% 


11% 


0 White  HBIack  0Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


7% 


93% 


0 Non-Recipients 
n ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


* ) 

10% 


59% 


0 Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
0 Self-Contained 


Mothers  education  of  the 
students  who  took  the 
assessment 


25% 

33%  f 

W 

33% 

0 Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

0 Some  education  after  high  school 

1 1 G raduated  from  college 
0 I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

» fewer  than 
" 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 

0- 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
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Hispanic 
Native  American 
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Other 

Male 

Female 

||| 

Hi 

I 

English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


>s  >. 

s “ 
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[n/a]»**0 


■*! 


12 
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■III 


3 ^ 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Social  Street  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School  Volunteers:  Organized  by  our  parent  coordinator,  we  have  a corp  of  volunteers  who  participate  in  classrooms  on  a regular  basis. 

Grade  Level  Goals:  Goals  are  set  at  each  grade.  Each  student  has  a sheet  listing  goals  which  are  checked  off  when  mastered.  Evidence  of 
mastery  is  then  attached. 

Ongoing  Assessment:  Teachers  are  provided  with  substitutes  so  they  (the  teachers)  can  debrief  assessment  activities  personally  with  each 
student  in  a one-on-one  setting. 


Choices 
7.0 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Mcfohly 

4.0 

Several 
o n (Times 
J 0 A-Year 

„ n $nce,A 
2 0 Yeaf 

1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skflls 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T sac  hers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mat  hemal  icaJ 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


L 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

48.39 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.83 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

22 

23 

21 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

94.70 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

34.47 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.81 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/15 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

. 0/229 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

% of  students 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

performing  at 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

lowest 

standard  or 

above 

achievement 

levelfc) 

above 

achievement 

levelfsl 

above 

i 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or 

achievement  above 

level  (s).  . 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

...JeyeKsl 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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36.12 


Woonsocket  High  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Robert  Mulcahy,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
1739  Students 
123  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


19 


45  ' 

16 

19 

- 

SKILLS 

Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


45 


CONCEPTSl 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


m 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


n Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

□.AQhiQVQd.thQ.etandftrd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


32 


37 


O Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

-B- Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

473 

489 

Verbal  average 

476 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

44 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

92 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample i 

Range  I 


Actual  — 

Data  ^ 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Particpalion  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80  - 
60- 
40- 
20 
0 ■ 


SKILLS 


'd3tr 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bi lingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Characteristics 

37% 

9% 

"vg 

1% 

ST\ 

5%  6% 

r\ 

of  students 

f B 

6% 

j 

I 1 ) 

1 ^ 

\ 

attending 
this  school 

63%  X. 

^ 74% 

W 

99% 

V 

J 

90% 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 

0 White  B Black  0 Hispanic 
0 Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

0 Non-Recipients 
| ESL  0 Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 

0 Non-Recipients 
B Resource 
0 Self-Contained 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


11% 


10% 


32% 


26% 


21% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
I Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 

0 Graduated  from  college 

01  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 
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Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Woonsocket  High  School 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


BLOCK  SCHEDULING:  We  completed  final  plans  for  the  implementation  of  a 4x4  Hybrid  Block  Schedule  for  the  1998-99  school  year. 

PROFESSIONAL  DEVELOPMENT:  We  trained  all  english  and  math  teachers  in  assessment  skills  and  all  teachers  in  computer 
technology. 

CURRICULUM  DEVELOPMENT:  Eliminated  tracking  and  reorganized  into  an  open  curriculum  with  increased  graduation 
requirements. 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

75.22 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

58.95 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

86.74 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

117 

117 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

77.41 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

33.37 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.14 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/1 23 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

2028/1739 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

38.17 

38.17 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

61.83 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 


above  achievement 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


40 


1998  2001  1998  2001 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


857 


36.13 


Woonsocket  Middle  School 


Woonsocket  District 
Henry  Hatcher,  Principal 
Grades  06-08 
1465  Students 
110  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


100 

=2: 

BB 

15 

10 

80 

— 

Percentage  of 

24 

students  at 

60 

32 

each  performance 



level  on  the 

40 

middle  school 

40 

59 

assessments 

20 

n 

□ 1 

35 


CONCEPTS 


PffOBLEM  SOLVING 


English  Language  Arts 

(GRADE  8) 


50 


39 


70 


25 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. . . □AcMeyjrt.tbe.S.tmdwil . 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


WRITING:  CONVENTIONS 


WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS 


READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7) 


D Exemplary 

..□jPipflQlWt 

□ Below  Proficient 

| Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


READING:  BASIC  UNDERSTANDING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  — j 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  m 

Reliable  ■ 

(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 

60 

40 
20- 
0- 


Engllsh  Language  Arts  ( grades ) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


■-[^er 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


36% 


J 


10% 


3% 


64% 


68% 


11% 


21% 


25°/ 


14% 


97% 


82% 


25% 


14% 


| Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reauced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 


Owhite  H BlackQ  Hispanic 
D Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 

■ ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 
| | Graduated  from  college 

ED  I don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 


★ 


fewer  than 
10  students 


♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 
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Poverty 
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English  Language  Arts 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Woonsocket  Middle  School 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 


school 

*See  Web 
fa  school  goals 


After  School  Program^60  students  participated  in  After  School  Programs,  three  days  a week. 

Upstanding  Math-Purchase  and  training  of  teachers  for  use  of  new  math  textbooks  relevant  to  state  standards. 

ID/Safety  - Increased  use  of  student/teacher  IDs  for  lunch  purchases,  dances,  event  admissions,  adding  library  access  presently. 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


7.0 


6.0  jWeekly 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


5.0  Monthly 


4 0 Quarterly 
Several 

3-0  fe 


2.0 


'Once,  A 


Year 


1 o Never 


Numeracy 


□ 

Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skffls  their  reports  reading  materials 

instruction  and  papas  otha  than 

textbooks 

Students  receive  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  diagrams 

concepts 
instruction 

T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 

T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 

CZIi:::: 

This  School 

This  District  . 

The  State 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

64.95 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

83.10 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.60 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

97 

97 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.92 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

22.03 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

96.05 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/110 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1695/1 465 

3827/6651 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Selected  school 
indicators 


*See  Web 
fa  mae  infamation 


Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


100 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


80 
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40 


20 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s)[ 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 


hievement  above  achievement  above  acmeveme 

JevelCs). level{s) level (s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 


achievement 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 


above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 


achievement 
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1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001.  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 
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Wm.  M.  Davies  Jr.  Career-Technical  High  School 


STATE-OPERATED 
Stephen  Thornton,  Principal 
Grades  09-12 
691  Students 
80  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  R I Health  Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9)  (GRADE10) 


100 

7 

a= 

7 

£ 

rri 

12 

80 

60 

44 

37 

42 

56 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.Q  Achieved,  the.  StandP/d 

59 

O Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  Proficient 

40 

□ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

U Considerably  - - 
Below  Proficient 

28 

20 

0 

50 

50 

27 

19 

■ 

11 

29 

SKILLS 

\ 

CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  435  489 


Verbal  average  408  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  11  64 


% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound  g-j 
programs 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


80 


Actual  — 


60 


Data 

Not  

Reliable 


(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


40 CZ3 

20 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eltgi bility  for  Students  from  various 

subsidized! unch programs  ethnic  backgrounds 


Students  receiving 
or  bilingual  educati 


ESL 

on 


Students  receivingspecial  Hi  ghest  I eve!  of 
education  services  parents' education 


70% 


14% 


23% 


I Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


93% 


□ White  H Black  DHispanic 
IZ]  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
E3  Native  American 


□ Non-Recipients 
I ESL  □Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


□ Non-Recipients 
I Resource 

□ Self-Contained 


20% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
I I Graduated  from  college 
Hi  dont  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 to  test-takers 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 

“O 

ERJC 


ifv 


Wm.  M.  Davies  Jr.  Career- 


tnformation  Works!  School  Year  1997 - 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School-Based  Management  Process-As  a result  of  an  ad-hoc  committee,  a SBM  proposal  was  created  for  school  improvement 
purposes. 

English  Curriculum  Revision-The  entire  English/Language  Arts  curriculum  was  revamped. 

Establishment  of  Business/Industry  Partnershi ps-Training  sites  for  shared  use  of  facilities  was  established  with  MIDAS,  IKON, 
Motorola,  and  Bell  Atlantic. 


1 . 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

81.69 

NA 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

46.60 

NA 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

90.49 

NA 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

70 

NA 

NA 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

83.96 

NA 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.91 

NA 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

95.25 

NA 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Pled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

4/80 

NA 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

131/730 

NA 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


o 

ERIC 


37.01 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


STATE-OPERATED 

Dr.  Peter  M.  Blackwell,  Principal 

Grades  K-12 

133  Students 

44  Teachers 


SAT 


r --  - - - ~ ^ 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

Percentage  of 
students  at 

! There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for  j 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

each  performance 
level  on  the 

j the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99.  For  this  reason,  the  assessment 

j results  were  not  reported. 

i i 

! ! 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

high  school 
assessments 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

: - — - j 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhcxte  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  el  ic 
subsidized 


Ability  for 
lunch  programs 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


5% 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents'  education 


■ Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
□ Not  Eligible 


CD  White  I Black  CD  Hispanic 
CD  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 


CD  Non-Recipients 
■ ESL  CD  Bilingual 
0 Other  Programs 


CD  Recipients 
H Resource 
CD  Self-Contained 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 


There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 
for  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

1 


Response 

Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  Monthly 

4 0 Sisterly 
Several 

3*0  Kte 
2-0  ^ 

1.0  Re?6' 


Students  receive 
writing  skis 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  invites 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  people  from  the 

and  diagrams  teaming  community  to 

(manipuiatrves,  speak  on  different 
labs,  projects)  topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.42 

NA 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

71.21 

NA 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.39 

NA 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.30 

NA 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.70 

NA 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

NA 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/44 

NA 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/133 

0/0 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Because  the  number  of  students  at  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  is  so  very  small,  the  targets  cannot  be  reliably 
measured.  Fa  this  reason,  the  data  fa  this  field  were  not  repated. 


o 


37.02 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
middle  school 
assessments 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  8) 


Q Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

.□  Achieved  .the  .Standard. 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


STATE-OPERATED 

Dr.  Peter  M.  Blackwell,  Principal 

Grades  K-12 

133  Students 

44  Teachers 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  7} 


25 

— □ Exemplary 

...  25  ..□.Proficient 

■ □ Below  Proficient 

B ’Considerably 
Below  Proficient 


50 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 


Sample  - 
Range 


Actual  — 


Mathematics  (grade  8) 

PROBLEM 

SKILLS  CONCEPTS  SOLVING 
100 

80 


60 


percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  B 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


English  Language  Arts  (grade  s ) 

READING:  READING: 

BASIC  ANALYSIS  & WRITING:  WRITING: 

UNDERSTANDING  INTERPRETATION  EFFECTIVENESS  CONVENTIONS 


There  were  too  few  students  in  grade  8 
at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 
in  School  Year  1998-99. 

For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  s 
were  not  reported. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

5% 

16  %/*C 

n\ 

\ U 53% 

7% 

0 

o 

O 

M 

72% 

100% 

100% 

V y 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 

B Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 

□ Not  Eligible 

□White B BlackQ  Hispanic 
□ Asian/Pacific  Islander 

□ Non-Recipients 
B ESL  □ Bilingual 

□ Recipients 
B Resource 

B Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
□ l don't  know 

□ Native  American 

□ Other  Programs 

□Self-Contained 

Mathematics 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

fewer  than 
★ 10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


(SKILLS) 


) 

1 N/A 1 

*000*0 

** 

1*0 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

iifii! 

s“t|so 

i 

s § 
u_ 

S 'p  s 

3 ^ ^ 

Hi 
w £ 8 

* 

stt 

Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


English  Language  Arts 

(READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION) 


English  Language  Arts 

(WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


|N/A| 

*000*0 

irk 

n*o 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

si  Iff!  I 

rtf*° 
2 < 

.1 

i 

Mate 

Female 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

| N/A  | 

000000 

00 

000 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

2S 

LL 

J5  |JB 

t^i 

w it  CD 

8 

m 

1 N/A  1 

000000 

00 

000 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiajVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

LL 

Special  Education 
itted  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words"  , — — 

Highlights  from  the 

school  | This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

* See  Web  ; 

for  school  goats  — — - — — — 


Response 
Choices  \ l 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0 

4 0 §3&terfy 

3.0 

Year' 


jveral 
20  v^r’A 


1.0 


Neyer 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skffls 
Inst  act  ion 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


T eachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipulatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  invites 
people  from  the 
community  to 
speak  on  different 
topics 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.42 

NA 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

71.21 

NA 

74.47 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.39 

NA 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

25 

NA 

86 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.30 

NA 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.70 

NA 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

NA 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/44 

NA 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  #of  Students* 

NA/1 33 

NA 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics  English  Language  Arts  English  Language  Arts 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING)  (READING:  ANALYSIS  & INTERPRETATION)  (WRITING:  EFFECTIVENESS) 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(sl 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


NA  NA 


% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement 

level(s) 


NA  NA  NA  NA  1 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


866 


37.02 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


STATE-OPERATED 

Dr.  Peter  M.  Blackwell,  Principal 

Grades  K-12 

133  Students 

44  Teachers 


SAT 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 


*1 

There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for 

the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99.  For  this  reason,  the  assessment  j 

( 

results  were  not  reported. 


This  School 

State 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  tesMakers 
in  college-bound 

NA 

87 

programs 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized!  unch  programs 

Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 

Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

1 53% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
0 Not  Eligible 

5% 

:a) 

Vw  72% 

EH  White  H Black  O Hispanic 
EH  Asian/Pacific  Islander 
0 Native  American 

O 

100% 

EH  Non-Recipients 
H ESL  EH  bilingual 
EH  Other  Programs 

0 
100% 

EH  Recipients 

1 Resource 

EH  Self-Contained 

© 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
EH  Some  education  after  high  school 
EH  Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 

Percentage  i 

There  were  very  few  students  in  grade  10  at  the  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  in  School  Year  1998-99. 
For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 

the  standard  : — - — - 


of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 


867 


Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1996 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


This  school  did  not  submit  "Highlights." 

! 


Response 
Choices  HI 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eac  her  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 
5 0 

4.0  §5art«1y 

3.0 


rvera) 
' 'A-?ear 


o n 

20  iVear 


1.0 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
rearing  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  dagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manpjlatrves, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  a 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


This  School 

This  District 

The  State  i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.42 

NA 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

71.21 

NA 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

93.39 

NA 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

25 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

80.30 

NA 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

19.70 

NA 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

NA 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

1/44 

NA 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/133 

NA 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Because  the  number  of  students  at  Rhode  Island  School  for  the  Deaf  is  so  very  small,  the  targets  cannot  be  reliably 
measured.  For  this  reason,  the  data  for  this  field  were  not  reported. 


37.02 

868 


Metropolitan  Center 


STATE-OPERATED 

Dennis  Littky/Elliot  Washor,  Directors 

Grades  09-1 1 

102  Students 

8 Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


42 


20 


33 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


33 


CONCEPTS  I 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

CJ . Ac  hi eved.  the.  $.tan da nd 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

□ Below  the  Standard  ■ ■ ■ 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


37 


46 


SAT 


This  School 

State 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

[*1  Exemplary 
□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

l~~l  Below  Proficient 

■B-Considerably---- 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 ■ 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


. .iryVi  'ivj.  . 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


.Q. 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


-O- 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Student  eligibility  for 
subsidized)  unch  programs 


48% 


3 


52% 

H Eligible  for  Free  or 
Reduced-Lunch 
CD  Not  Eligible 


Students  from  various 
ethnic  backgrounds 


2%  3% 


31%, 


42% 


22% 

CD  White  H Black  Q Hispanic 
O Asian/Pacific  Islander 
ED  Native  American 


Students  receiving  ESL 
or  bilingual  education 


100% 

□ Non-Recipients 
I ESL  |DD Bilingual 
El  Other  Programs 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


9% 


91% 


□ Non-Recipients 
H Resource 
l~~i  Self-Contained 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


11% 


44% 


19% 


19% 


I I Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
O Graduated  from  college 
Ell  don't  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


£ f 

I I 


1 f | | I 

00  $ S 5 O 


id 


til 

S ^ LU 

If! 

w S 5 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[n/aJ 

★n-i 

Poverty 
Non- poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 
Fern  aJe 

Special  Education 
tiled  Engfish  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Rl  Writing 


>N  >N 

f 1 


2 1 1 J ! ! 

1 " 1 1 s ° 


★ ★ 


“ I “ 


w w o 
* 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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ERIC 


869 


Metropolitan  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


INTERNSHIPS:  90%  of  all  9th  & 10th  graders  had  an  internship.  The  10%  that  didn't  had  numerous  job  shadows  and  community 
service  projects. 

ATTENDANCE:  We  have  93%  attendance  rate,  despite  the  problems  we  face  with  transporting  students. 

FAMILY  INVOLVEMENT:  Parents  continue  to  attend  an  average  of  10  or  more  school  meetings. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


Choices 

7.0 

6.0  JVeekty 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0 


Several 

30  fe 
2.0 

1.0  Ney* 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  a 
volunteers 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


L _ 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  1 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

62.50 

NA 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

68.63 

NA 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

92.78 

NA 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

15 

NA 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

100.00 

NA 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.82 

NA 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

99.51 

NA 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/8 

NA 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1/102 

NA 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

NA 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS) 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

%of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
; teY.elM 

% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 

% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
..  . levels) 

60 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


870 


37.03 


Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Chariho  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Joseph  Crowley,  Director 
Grades  09-12 
301  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Mathematics  Ri  Health 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


” 1 

10 

50 

28 

10 

15 

jF 

10 

47 

11 

42 

32 

32 

PI  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. D.Achi^vQd.  the.  Standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

44 

35 

16 

SKILLS 

concepts! 

PROBLEM  SOLVING! 

RI  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


□ Exemplary 
n Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

^-Considerably  -- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  NA  489 


Verbal  average  NA  494 


% of  seniors 

taking  tests  NA  64 


% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound  na 
programs 


Sample r 

Range  L 


100 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


RI  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


80 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  mJL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 a 


Students  who  are 
economically  disadvantaged 

Students  of 
minority  status 

Students  receiving 
LEP  services 

Students  receiving  special 
education  services 

Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 

6% 

3% 

6% 

M \ 27% 

73% 

Q Recipients 
H Non-Recipients 

13%  3% 

Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 

• 

94% 

Q Economically 
Disadvantaged 

■ Non-Disadvantaged 

• 

97% 

HI  Minority 
H Non-Minority 

• 

94% 

□ Recipients 
■ Non-Recipients 

35% 

3°%  l 

18% 

1 ] Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
1 1 Some  education  after  high  school 
1 1 Graduated  from  college 
Evil  don’t  know 

Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non- proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


[Ml 

^ 0 

★ Oi — 1 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asiar/P.l. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Chari  ho  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


YICA  competitions-Chariho's  Career  & Tech  students  won  nearly  one-third  of  the  statewide  competitions  they  entered.  Eighteen 
students  traveled  to  Kansas  City  to  compete  at  the  national  level. 

Electronics  prog  ram -the  focus  of  the  electronics  program  is  being  changed  to  adopting  the  A+ computer  technology  national 
certification. 

Foundation  of  excellent  school s-hundreds  of  elementary  students  interacted  with  Center  students  in  learning  about  career  and 
educational  opportunities. 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


SALT  survey  data  are  not  available  for  this  school  in  1997-98. 


1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

l 

„ i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

98.98 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

67.86 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

94.81 

92.74 

Selected  school 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

104 

95 

indicators 

6.  Stability  (%) 

86.43 

66.99 

84.76 

* See  Web 

fa  mae  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

13.57 

13.71 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

100.00 

95.10 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Hied  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

2/15 

10/296 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/0 

3512/3906 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

27.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.43 

82.00 

Financial  Information 

i 

( 

Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  IN  FORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

J 

School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note: 

this  school 
voluntarily  set 
these  targets. 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 


60 

62 

12  ii 

■ ■ 

1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

ieyei.fc)- . . 


•-'35- 33-- 

II 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


1.6 . 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
IfiXSlfel . .... 


31 


xi 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


38.01 


Cranston  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Jean  Campbell,  Principal 
Grades  10-12 
555  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


22 


0 ■L“ 
SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


10 


38 


CONCEPTS! 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. n.Achi^vQdJh^.^Mndard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

• [I]-Below  the  Standard  - - - 

B Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 


37 


39 


O Exemplary 

Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

-H'Considerably-- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  _ 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  mJk 

Reliable  ■ 

( Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


SKILLS 


A' 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


£ ft' 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Mi' 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


•••□ 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  who  are 
economically  disadvantaged 


11% 


89% 

PI  Economically 
Disadvantaged 

■ Non-Dis  advantaged 


Students  of 
minority  status 


7% 


93% 

l~1  Minority 
B Non-Minority 


Students  receiving 
LEP  services 


3% 


97% 

□ Recipients 
| Non-Recipients 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


71% 


€ 


29% 


□ Recipients 
■ Non-Recipients 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


17% 


43% 


17% 


16% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
[H  Graduated  from  college 
E3 1 don’t  know 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


ft 
I I 


★ ★★ol  I* 


tit. 

> CO  o. 


I 5 
5 5 


s i 


n±l 


£ fr  .s 


2^2 

■SI  -a 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


(N/A| 

★ ★★on* 

♦ ★n 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.L 
Black 
Lfc  panic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
tiled  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Rl  Writing 


f t 

JP  R 


★ ★★0 


I 

5 5 


III 

“ 1 “ 


ui  o 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Cranston  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

(or  school  goals 


MODULAR  HOME  PROJECT:  Building  and  construction  student  are  building  a modular  home  involving  an  integrated  curriculum 
model. 

COOPERATIVE  EDUCATION:  Forty  students  were  involved  in  cooperative  education  site-based  experiences.  Students  earned  over 
$40,000. 

GRADUATION  RATES:  The  graduation  rate  from  high  school  for  the  Center  was  94%.  Seventy-one  percent  of  the  Center's  graduating 
seniors  are  furthering  their  education  in  two  or  four  year  colleges. 


1 1 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State 

i 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

100.00 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

72.50 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

93.61 

92.74 

Selected  school 
Indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

104 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

91.29 

91.08 

84.76 

* See  Web 
for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.52 

12.07 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.41 

97.83 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

2/729 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/0 

2780/10680 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

14.90 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

85.10 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year,  j 

j j 

| data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 

I i 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 


100  - 


80 


60 


40 


20 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
. level  (§) 


-76- 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


23 

1 

1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

[©veljfeJ 


30 


12 


.33 

I 


22 


1 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Taiget 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


65 


40 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

JeyeifeL... 


t £1 

II 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Taiget 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


..  :875 


38.02 


E.  Providence  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Stephen  J.  Propatier,  Director 
Grades  09-12 
411  Students 
10  Teachers 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


100 

=3= 

T. 

6 

80 

35 

27 

Percentage  of 

40 

□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

students  at 

60 

— 

Q Achieved  the  Standard 

each  performance 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

level  on  the 

40 

33 

high  school 

66 

□ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

assessments 

20 

0 

28 

51 

| Little  Evidence  of 
Achievement 

SKILLsI 

CONCEPTS 

PROBLEM  SOLVING  1 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


PI  Exemplary 

f1.  Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

•H-Considerably- 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 


Sample r 

Range  L 


Actual  — 


100- 

80- 

60- 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


Percentage 
of  students 
who  met  or 
exceeded 
the  standard 

*See  Web 

for  more  information 
on  non-proficient 
students 

★ fewer  than 
10  students 

♦ no  students 
were  proficient 

0 no  test -takers 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEMSOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


>.  >N 

l I 


11115 

“IT0 


s § 


| N/A  | 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

AsiarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
lited  Engfish  Proficiency 
Genera)  Education 

fN/A| 


>s  >. 

If 


iti — i if  if 


I i 

5 5 


— 

— 

.£ 1 -s 
i I i 

If! 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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E.  Providence  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the  VICA  Christmas  Party-We  held  a Christmas  party  for  disadvantaged  children. 

sch001  Rl  Foundation:  Summer  training  for  teachers. 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals  Habitat  for  Humanity- Helped  to  renovate  a house  in  Providence,  Rl. 


Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


6.0  jwe&dy 

5.0  jijofthly 

4.0  gu&terty 

3.0 


Several 


2.0 


Onc&A 

year 


1.0  Never  

Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  uses  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  parents  as  suggestions 

and  diagrams  \earrmq  resources  or  on  how  to  help 

(maniputatrves,  volunteers  with  school 

labs,  projects)  work 


i 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  | 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

NA 

81.35 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  {%) 

NA 

79.46 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

93.17 

92.74 

Selected  school 
indicators 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

NA 

77 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

100.00 

89.81 

84.76 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

9.63 

15.76 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

92.44 

97.06 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/10 

2/438 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

65/0 

504/6757 

35481/1 53342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

16.57 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

83.43 

82.00 

Financial  information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode'  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


39 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

level(s) 


29 

t 

1998 

Actual 


NA 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


NA 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
ley.eJls).... 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


R I Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
J©M©!(s)L 


NA 


25 

1 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


0 


38.03 


James  L.  Hanley  Career  & Technical  Center 


Bernard  Lough,  Coordinator 
Grades  10-12 
496  Students 
20  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


fl  Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □.Aqhi9VQd.th9.SMndand 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' LH  Below  the  Standard  * - * 
B Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


_5_ 

33 


O 

D. 

□ 


Exemplary 

Proficient 

Below  Proficient 

Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 
Math  average  NA  489 


Verbal  average  NA  494 


%of  seniors 

taking  tests  NA  64 


% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound  NA 
programs 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample 

Range 


100 

80 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  SJL 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


60 


40 ^ 

20 p 

0 

■ ■ 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  who  are  Students  of 

economically  disadvantaged  minority  status 


Students  receiving 
LEP  services 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents' education 


8% 


92% 


11% 


89% 


6% 


94% 


15% 


26% 


□ Economically 
Disadvantaged 

B Non-Disadvantaged 


□ Minority 
B Non-Minority 


I~1  Recipients 
| Non-Recipients 


□ Recipients 
| Non-Recipients 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 
I I Some  education  after  high  school 
O Graduated  from  college 
Fill  don't  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 


8?8 


James  L.  Hanley  Career  & Technical  Center 


information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Microsoft  A ATP -The  school  was  accepted  to  be  an  authorized  partner  with  Microsoft  Corporation  and  students  will  be  awarded 
certificates  approved  by  Microsoft. 

Graduation  Rate-Of  79  students  that  entered  as  seniors,  12  transferred  during  the  school  year  and  66  of  the  remaining  67  graduated  in 
June. 

Copy  Machine  Repair-With  the  assistance  of  Konic a Corporation,  a copy  machine  repair  course  was  instituted  within  the  Electronics 
curriculum. 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  Information 


2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

6.  Stability  (%) 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 


NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

72.31 

32.49 

95.50 
17/20 
40/0 
NA 
NA 


74.34 
87.73 
NA 
90 

73.48 

30.39 

95.30 

336/1712 

5168/25611 

31.54 

68.46 


76.54 
92.74 
NA 
95 

84.76 

19.71 

96.31 

472/10028 

35481/153342 

17.95 

82.00 


Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 
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40 
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Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


'33" 


NA 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

I.eyeJ  (§).... 


ft 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 

% of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at 


standard  or 
above 


lowest 
achievement 

.....AwM?) 


79 


NA 


NA 


2001 

Target 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Writing 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


NA 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

JpvalfeL... 


NA 


1998  2001  1998 

Actual  Target  Actual 


2001 

Target 


38.04 


Newport  County  Career  & Technical  Center 


Mary  Beth  Pike,  Director 
Grades  09-12 
372  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


52 


16 
10 
SKILLS 


30 

30 

CONCEPTS 

43 


Rl  Health 

(GRADE  9) 


12 


65 


14 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


SAT 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. DAchjey.Qd.the.  standard 

["I  Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

' □ Below  the  Standard  - - - 

| Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 


Z3Z 

This  School 

State 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

45 

□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

□ Below  Proficient 

Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 

%of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

33 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample r 

Range  l 


Actual  — 

Data 

Not  — gl- 

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20- 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


38.05 

0 

ERIC 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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Newport  County  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


Technology  Night/Day. 
Recruitment  Tool  (Business). 
Regional  Sc  hod -to  Career  Team. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T  eacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0 

5.0  MprfWy 

4.0 

iveral 


3.0 

2.0 
1.0 


Selected  school 
indicators 

*See  Web 

fa  more  information 


Student 8 receive  Students  revise  Teachers  assign 

writing  skflls  their  reports  rearing  materials 

instruction  and  papers  <*her  than 

textbooks 

Students  recede  Students  use 

mathematical  charts,  graphs 

reasoning  and  and  ctoams 

concepts 
instruction 

Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(maniputatrves, 
labs,  projects) 

The  school  uses  Teachers  give 

parents  as  suggestions 

resources  a on  how  to  he*) 

volunteers  with  school 

work 

This  School 

This  District 

...  The;  State  J 

1 . SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

42.86 

93.75 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

77.15 

83.76 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

91.08 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

33 

89 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

64.07 

77.38 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

16.93 

21.03 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.85 

96.93 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

0/220 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

NA/0 

584/2967 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.60 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.40 

82.00 

Fin  an  dal  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  schod  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  cdlected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  sc  hods  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note:  this 
schod  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80- 
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40- 
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'73  " 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 
...J.QY.olfc) 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

teyeiis) 


27 


1 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


Rl  Wilting 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 
lowest 

achievement 

JayeKaL 


NA 


1998 

Actual 


2001 

Target 


o 

ERIC 


38.05 


Warwick  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


James  H.  DeLuca,  Jr.,  Director 
Grades  10-12 
348  Students 
14  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


30 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 


5 

14 

26 

52 

1 

CONCEPTS 

32 


PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


□ Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ Achieved,  the.  standard 

□ Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

'□  Below  the  Standard  - 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 


45 


□ Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

•®- Considerably-  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

%of  seniors 

taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  in  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample r 

Range  l 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  4pL 

Reliable  i 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 

80- 

60- 

40- 

20 

0 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 

PROBLEM 

CONCEPTS  SOLVING 


'dSkr 


D©D 


dSki 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  who  are 
economically  disadvantaged 


15% 

85% 

□ Economically 
Disadvantaged 

| Non-Disadvantaged 


Students  of 
minority  status 


5% 


95% 

□ Minority 
| Non-Minority 


Students  receiving 
LEP  services 


98% 

□ Recipients 
| Non-Recipients 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


80% 

□ Recipients 
H Non-Recipients 


Highest  level  of 
parents'  education 


23% 


28% 


23% 


23% 


□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
| Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l don't  know 


38.06 

ERIC 
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Warwick  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works/  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words” 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

for  school  goals 


School  received  Tech  Corps  grant  to  wire  two  rooms  for  Internet.  Students  wired  the  rest  of  the  building. 

Automotive  Technology-Two  of  our  seniors  won  the  Ford/AAA  1998  Automotive  Technology  Contest. 

VICA/DECA-Six  students  won  gold  medals  in  VICA  competitions  and  five  students  won  DECA  competition  gold  medals  and 
represented  Warwick  and  Rhode  Island  at  the  national  competitions  in  Kansas  City  and  Denver  respectively. 


Choices 


Literacy 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


7.0 

6.0  j/fji&Wy 

5.0  XJgnthty 

4.0 

3 0 'A^Year 
2-0 

1.0 


Students  receive 
writing  skills 
instruction 


Students  revise 
their  reports 
and  papers 


T eachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
learning 
(manipuialives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  or 
volunteers 


T eachers  give 
suggestions 
on  howto  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
for  more  information 


L 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  | 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

100.00 

78.47 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

68.68 

77.58 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

94.11 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

37 

97 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

84.44 

89.91 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

15.56 

14.85 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

97.30 

96.64 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Filed  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/14 

6/774 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

62/0 

2818/1 2075 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

8.81 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

91.19 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 

Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 
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1998  2001 

Actual  Target 
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Actual  Target 
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..leyejjfe).... 


NA 


NA 
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Actual 
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Actual  Target 
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NA 
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NA 
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1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


38.06 


West  Bay  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Vivian  Seemueller,  Director 
Grades  11-12 
326  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


Mathematics  Rl  Health 

(GRADE  10)  (GRADE  9) 


j 

1 

j This  school  does  not  have  the 
grades  that  take  these  tests. 

I 


Rl  Writing 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


(GRADE10) 


PI  Exemplary 

□ Proficient 

[J  Below  Proficient 

H Considerably  ■■ 
Below  Proficient 


27 


47 


27 


SAT 


This  School  State 


Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

% of  seniors 

taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 

in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


This  school  does  not  have  the  grade  that  takes  these  tests. 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  who  are  Students  of 

economically  disadvantaged  minority  status 


Students  receiving 
LEP  services 


Students  receiving  special  Highest  level  of 
education  services  parents'  education 


□ Economically 
Disadvantaged 
H Non-Disadvantaged 


97% 

CD  Minority 
H Non-Minority 


100% 

Q Recipients 
H Non-Recipients 


Q Recipients 
H Non-Recipients 


I j Did  not  finish  high  school 
H Graduated  from  high  school 
CD  Some  education  after  high  school 
CD  Graduated  from  college 
01  don't  know 


Mathematics  Mathematics  Rl  Writing 

(SKILLS)  (PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


of  students  80 

who  met  or  60  

exceeded  40 

the  standard  20 

— 

* See  Web  0 |N/A| 

000000 

0 0 

0 0 0 IWAl 

000000 

0 0 

0 0 0 [Ml 

4 ; 

O : 
O : 

hit 

★ 0 

for  more  information  >■  £ 

on  non-proficient  | ® 

students  ° §. 

a fewer  than  -§ 

« 10  students 

▲ no  students 
▼ were  proficient 

0 no  test-takers 

AstarVP.I. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty 

Non-poverty 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

Male 

Female 

Special  Education 
Limited  English  Proficiency 
General  Education 

Poverty  | 
Non-poverty  B 

Asian/P.  1. 
Black 
Hispanic 
Native  American 
White 
Other 

5 s 

ll 

Special  Education  ; 
Limited  English  Proficiency  l 
General  Education 

Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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West  Bay  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997- 1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

*See  Web 

fa  school  goals 


DESSERT  CLUB:  Career  & Technical  and  comprehensive  high  school  staffs  visited  each  others  classes  observing  their  teaching 
practices.  Met  to  establish,  identify  and  align  the  relevance  practiced  in  each  area.  HOW 

GOOD  IS  GOOD  CLUSTER,  BREAKING  RANKS:  A consortium  of  1 1 school  examined  the  characteristics  of  quality  student  work 
utilizing  awarm/cool  protocol. 

TEACHER  VENTURES:  Ventures  provided  an  opportunity  for  teachers  K-12  to  observe  worksites  identifying  generic  skills  required 
for  success.  Teachers  collaborated  to  generate  meaningful  curriculum  activities. 


Response  _ 
Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(Teacher  responses) 


6.0  JVoekfy 

5.0  Monthly 

4.0  Qyarterty 

3.0 

2-0  

1.0  fe*  

^ Students  receive  Students  revise 

writing  skills  their  reports 

instruction  and  papers 


Several 

Times 

A-Year 


Numeracy 


Community  and  Parents 


Teachers  assign 
reacting  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Students  use 
charts,  graphs 
and  diagrams 


Teachers  assign 
hands-on 
teaming 
(man^xdatives, 
labs,  projects) 


The  school  uses 
parents  as 
resources  a 
volunteers 


Teachers  give 
suggestions 
on  how  to  help 
with  school 
work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

*See  Web 
fa  mae  information 


! 

This  School 

This  District 

The  State  J 

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

80.00 

95.90 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

39.26 

72.59 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

94.45 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

17 

108 

95 

6.  Stability  {%) 

92.60 

91.77 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  {%) 

16.27 

10.90 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

98.78 

97.56 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Pled  /Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

1/351 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

56/0 

1695/5516 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

13.18 

17.95 

1 2.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

86.82 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year's  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 

(SKILLS) 


Mathematics 

(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


Rl  Writing 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearty 
progress 

Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 


%of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


f 

s 


I 

j 

i 


1998  2001 

Actual  Target 


% of  students 
performing  at 


lowest 

achievement 

levelfe) 


% of  students 
performing  at 
standard  or 
above 


This  school  does  not  have  the 
grades  that  take  these  tests. 


1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

lowest  standard  or  lowest 

achievement  above  achievement 

\$ve\{s)  . , JPX9  (8l 


27 


[__j NA 

1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 
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Woonsocket  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Doreen  M.  Corrente,  Director 
Grades  10-12 
486  Students 
15  Teachers 


Percentage  of 
students  at 
each  performance 
level  on  the 
high  school 
assessments 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 


33 


Mathematics 

('GRADE  10) 


12 

32 

53 

] 

CONCEPTS 

Rl  Writing 

(GRADE10) 


H Achieved  the  Standard 
with  Honors 

. □ A.Qhi^y.Qd.th?.  Standard 

n Nearly  Achieved  the 
Standard 

‘□  Below  the  Standard  ■■■ 

■ Little  Evidence  of 

Achievement 


□ Exemplary 
Q Proficient 

□ Below  Proficient 

■•Considerably  - 
Below  Proficient 


SAT 


This  School  State 

Math  average 

NA 

489 

Verbal  average 

NA 

494 

% of  seniors 
taking  tests 

NA 

64 

% of  test-takers 
in  college-bound 
programs 

NA 

87 

PROBLEM  SOLVING 


Percentage  of 
students  In  this 
school  who  met 
or  exceeded 
the  standard 
compared  to  the 
percentage  of 
similar  students 
statewide 


Sample  _ 
Range 


Actual  — 


Data 

Not  

Reliable  ■ 
(Participation  Rate  < 80%) 


100- 
80- 
60- 
40- 
20- 
0 - 


SKILLS 


Mathematics 

(GRADE  10) 
CONCEPTS 


PROBLEM 

SOLVING 


.a.. 


Rl  Writing 

(GRADE  10) 


■a 


Characteristics 
of  students 
attending 
this  school 


Students  who  are 
economically  disadvantaged 


12% 


88% 

□ Economically 
Disadvantaged 

| Non-Disadvantaged 


Students  of 
minority  status 


67% 


C 


33% 


□ Minority 
■ Non-Minority 


Students  receiving 
LEP  services 


99% 

□ Recipients 
■ Non-Recipients 


Students  receiving  special 
education  services 


23% 


79% 

□ Recipients 
■ Non-Recipients 


Highest  level  of 
parents’  education 


15% 


14% 


24% 


25% 

□ Did  not  finish  high  school 
■ Graduated  from  high  school 

□ Some  education  after  high  school 

□ Graduated  from  college 

□ l don’t  know 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


oo  no 

ERiC 
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Woonsocket  Area  Career  & Technical  Center 


Information  Works!  School  Year  1997-1998 


"In  their  own  words" 

Highlights  from  the 
school 

* See  Web 

for  school  goals 


WORK  BASED  ACTIVITIES:  Increased  work- based  activities,  i.e.,  shadowing,  mentoring,  internships. 
CAREER  AWARENESS  PROGRAM:  Implemented. 


Choices 


7.0 


Literacy 


Selected 

SALT 

survey 

findings 

(T eacher  responses) 


6.0 

5.0  jw^Shly 
4 0 


Students  receive  Students  revise 

writing  skills  their  reports 

instruction  and  papers 


Teachers  assign 
reading  materials 
other  than 
textbooks 


Students  receive 
mathematical 
reasoning  and 
concepts 
instruction 


Numeracy  Community  and  Parents 


Students  use  Teachers  assign  The  school  uses  Teachers  give 
charts,  graphs  hands-on  parents  as  suggestions 

and  diagrams  learning  resources  a on  how  to  help 

(manipulates,  volunteers  with  school 

labs,  projects)  work 


Selected  school 
Indicators 

* See  Web 

for  more  information 


j 

This  School 

This  District  „ 

The  State  

1.  SALT  Survey  Teacher  Response  Rate  (%) 

78.95 

64.99 

85.98 

2.  SALT  Survey  Student  Response  Rate  (%) 

42.39 

67.63 

76.54 

3.  Student  Attendance  (%) 

NA 

91.24 

92.74 

4.  Average  Class  Size  (Elementary) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5.  Span  of  Responsibility  (Middle  & High) 

58 

117 

95 

6.  Stability  (%) 

82.59 

78.92 

84.76 

7.  Mobility  (%) 

41.61 

29.43 

19.71 

8.  Teacher  Attendance  (%) 

91.33 

95.66 

96.31 

9.  Teacher  Grievances  Rled  / Total  # of  Teachers* 

0/15 

6/420 

472/10028 

10.  Suspensions  / Total  # of  Students* 

0/0 

3827/6651 

35481/153342 

1 1 . Drop-out  Rate  (%) 

NA 

38.17 

17.95 

12.  Graduation  Rate  (%) 

NA 

61.83 

82.00 

Financial  Information 


Financial  information  will  appear  at  the  individual  school  level  in  next  year’s  INFORMATION  WORKS!  This  year, 
data  collected  from  a sample  of  Rhode  Island  districts  and  schools  will  be  available  under  separate  cover. 


Mathematics 


Mathematics 


Rl  Writing 


(SKILLS) 


(PROBLEM  SOLVING) 


School 
targets  for 
adequate 
yearly 
progress 
Note:  this 
school  was 
not  required  to 
set  targets  this 
year. 


100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 


% of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students  % of  students 

performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at  performing  at 

standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest  standard  or  lowest 

above  achievement  above  achievement  above  achievement 

level(§)  l$vel(?)  ■ level  (si 


1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  2001  1998  ^ 2001  1998  2001 

Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target  Actual  Target 


88? 


38.08 


Odq(?®[7oqq®Gdc6)dq  M®ofey 

Measuring  Rhode  Island  Schools  for  Change  1999 


Rl  Health  Assessment  Results  for 

Schools  with  Non-typical  Grade  Configurations 


Rl  Health  Rl  Health  Rl  Health 


Percentage  of 
middle  school 
students  at  each 
performance  level 


Rl  Health  Rl  Health  R I Health 


100 

80 

33 

10 

17 

Percentage  of 
middle  school 

60 

students  at  each 
performance  level 

69 

70 

40 

59 

20 

zzr. 

16 

El 

7 

n 

u — 

NARRAGANSETT 
PIER  SCHOOL 

PORTSMOUTH 
MIDDLE  SCHOOL 

TIVERTON 
MIDDLE  SCHOOL 

Percentage  of 
high  school 
students  at  each 
performance  level 


Rl  Health  Rl  Health 


Please  note:  see  front  sections  for  an  explanation  of  each  field  and  its  features. 
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-N  CONSULTATION  Murphy  and  Murphy  WRITER/EDITOR  Julia  Steiny 


Information  Works!  has  been  a fascinating  and  complex 
undertaking.  Its  creators  are  making  every  effort  to  respond  to 
Rhode  Island's  desire  to  improve  education  by  providing  access 
to  detailed,  responsible  and  vital  information  about  schools 
and  the  students  they  serve.  The  inter-agency  cooperation  to 
accomplish  this  task  has  been  impressive.  Individual  supporters 
and  contributors  are  far  too  many  to  list  here,  but  the  RI 
Department  of  Education  would  like  to  thank  its  principal 
partner: 

The  National  Center  for  Public  Education  and  Social  Policy 
at  University  of  Rhode  Island 

To  order  hardcopies  of  Information  Works!,  please  send  a 
check  or  money  order  for  $30.00,  which  covers  shipping  and 
handling,  to: 

The  National  Center  for  Public  Education  and  Social  Policy  at 
University  of  Rhode  Island 

Shepard  Building 
80  Washington  Street 
Providence,  RI  02903 
401  277.5045 

To  learn  more  about  Information  Works!,  call  or  write  to: 

Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education 

The  Office  of  Information  Services  & Research 

255  Westminster  Street 

Providence,  RI  02903 

401  222.4600 

Voice/TTY  800  645.6575 

800  745.5555  (Relay  RI) 


Rhode  Island  Department  of  Education 

255  Westminster  Street 

Providence,  Rl  02903 

(401)  222-4600 

Voice/TTY  (800)  645-6575 

Relay  RI  (800)  745-5555 


wvvw.in  foworks.ride.uri.edu 
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